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motion he was about to make would be received 
by the House, but his object was to come toa 
determination on this subject, some way or other. 
The House had already spent two weeks on this 
bill, and, to all appearances, were likely to spend 
two or three more, unless some final stop was put 
to it. In the mean time, there was much important 
private business on the table, and among it some 
that greatly concerned his constituents. He there- 
fore called for the previous question. 

The motion for the previous question was Jost. 

Mr. WISE expressed a desire to address the 
House; but, as the day was somewhat advanced, 
he moved to adjourn. 

The motion was negatived. 

Mr. WISE said: Mr. Speaker, I am in favor | 
of the amendments proposed by the gentleman | 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Pops,] and would sustain | 
them, if I thought we could go into committee 
with safety to this bill. But believing that the 
motion to recommit will be used, not by the 
gentleman himself, however, to defeat this bill 
entirely, I shall oppose the recommitment, and 
support the bill as it is, rather than endanger 
its passage by attempting to amend its minor 
defects, 

My colleague [Mr. ALLen] who addressed the 
House the other day in opposition to this bill, 
distrusted all legislation which appeals to preju- 
dice or passion—to feelings of national pride or 
glory; to neither of which does this bill appeal 
so much as to an enlightened sense of national 
justice and policy and individual right, founded 
solely on the just law, that ‘the laborer is 
worthy of his hire,’ and that the faithful servant 
who labors much, risks much, is responsible for 
much, and deprived of much, in important pub- 
lic service, should be adequately paid in propor- 
tion to his labor, his risk, his responsibility, and 
his privation. 

Sir, 1 tear there was no necessity to awaken 
distrust against this proposed increase of the pay 
ofthe Navy ‘There was no manner of danger 
that this LLouse was about to be carried away by 
any intemperate zeal—by any passion or preju- 
dice, or by any fecling of national pride and glory 
for the Navy. > 

Har, far from there having been too much feel- 
ing for this class of public officers—there has 
always been a total'want of feeling or interest in 
their behalf. They have repeatedly come, and 
you have as repeatedly sent them away empty; 
they have cried, and you have heeded not their 
peutions. They have knocked, and the Treasury 
has been closed against them; and this, too, when 
others have come, and you have loaded them 
with gold-~when others have but whispered, and 
you have nodded your assent—when others have 
taken the key, and opened the door without 
knocking, and you have turned away your heads 
from the robbery of the Treasury, to keep from 
being States’ evidence! ‘The Army pay has 
been increased; the Secretaries have been made 
courtiers; their clerks, like candles, are yearly new 
dipped; one Department has learned to take the 
public money without asking, and you have made 
allextra appropriations asked for besides—have 
put your own hands pretty deeply into the pub- 
lic purse, and the very messengers, footmen, 
‘* Columbia’s white slaves’? of you all are richly 
larded with the very drippings of extravagant ex- 
penditures of the public money. 
_ Andlook at the Wavy pay-list! The very same 
it was in the time of Paul Jones, and the only 
pay-list of any branch of your service not stained 
with wastefulness, but pale and meager with de- 
grading parsimony. And now, forsooth, you are 
told not to let a sense of national pride and glory 
carry you away, in the midst of all this scene of 
extravagance on other subjects, in preventing the 
elbows of your captains from peeping through 
their coat-sleeves on the quarter-decks of your 
proudest ships on foreign stations! Sir, 1 do 
invoke the national honor and pride to remove 
injustice, to preserve something like equality of 
pay amongst all publi: servants, according to 

eir duties and responsibilities. No one need 
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| discharge of their duties. 


invoke the glorious achievements of your Navy, 


| which has proved to be one of the most faithful 


public servants, to increase the pay of its officers 1] 
for the purpose of gratifying pride merely, when || 
your present Secretary of the Navy reports that || 
their pay ‘is altogether inadequate to an honorable 
” Yes, sir, *‘ to an hon- 
orable discharge of their duties;’’ and when, too, 
your own committees have reported it to be ** de- 
gradingly low.”’ 
It is with these reports and this evidence, they 
approach you, saying, proving that the inade- 
quacy of their compensation is killing to their 
spirit, their pride, their honor, and common hon- 
esty, weakening to the Navy’s strength, injurious 
and destructive to the public interest, by degrading | 
and corrupting the country’s fighting men. It 
is upon these topics of justice and interest, and 
not of glory, though of national honor and pride 
as connected with justice and interest, that I mean 


| to speak; though | cannot see the unfairness of a 


ceood and faithful servant’s pointing to his well- 
doings, when he comes to ask justice at the hands | 
of those whom he has nobly served, especially if | 
he has been more than thrice ungratefally refused 
his justdue. He should be paid in some gain, and 
not all in glory; and, if in seeking his due, he | 
should happen to speak of his deeds, his solid ar- 
gument of inadequate compensation should hardly 
be impaired in our minds by his stirring up the 
recollections of his past glorious services to the | 
country. 


Sir, | wish to present some facts to the House. || 


The gross amount of the present pay of the com- | 
mission and warrant officers provided for in the 
bill is, in round numbers.... ...2..222-$770,000 
The select committee first propose an in- 


| 
CFORES OF 0.6605 vice we eve les GLICO 
sy its second report it proposed | 
‘an additional increase of.... 84,000 
Allthe amendments inthe Com- 
mittee of the Whole and in 
the House have increased the 
PAY ccccccrcccccscegesccee 6,000 | 


| 


Making the whole increase......+.+--- 206,000 





The gross amount of pay as proposed 
by this Dill... cece eee ee eee ere ee cee $976,000 | 





Relying, then, upon the reports of the Depart- 
ment and of the committee, that there should be | 
some increase, the sole question is, whether this | 
amount of increase is too much ? 

‘The present pay of the Navy was fixed in the 





| eighteenth century. The changes since then have 


| pay of so many officers and men from such a 





| committing this bill on account of its form. 


been great in every pointof view. ‘Though arti- 
cles of family and personal ecomsumption are | 
perhaps lower now than then, yet the wants of | 
men have multiplied in a quadruple ratio, Re- | 
spectable living is much higher to the officers, | 
What was respectable living then is mean now, 
to almost every grade and class of society. 
The Navy itself has greatly increased, and its | 
duties multiplied; the responsibilities of its ser- | 
vice much more onerous than formerly; the living | 
of officers, their duties and responsibilities then 


| being to the living of the officers, their duties and || 


responsibikties now, as a ship of war then would | 
be to a line-of-battle ship now. 

The present pay is said to be ‘* degradingly | 
low.”? { should think, then, that the sum of | 
$20,000 was no very great increase to raise the 
condition to that of a respectable footing. This | 
sum appears reasonable to me, especially when | 
the whole list, with its increase, will gain by 
comparison with that of any other branch of ser- 
vice. And if the increase of pay is not in the 
aggregate too much, there is no reason for re- 


The officers of every grade more generally unite 
in approving the pay proposed, and its distribu- 
tion, and are better satisfied with what they call 
the ‘* symmetry’’ of this bill than with that of any 
other ever propesed. For this I have the authority 
of respectable officers of everpgrade. And the 


| P 





main object of this bill is not only to increase 
and regulate, but to equalize the pay of the offi- 
cers—not to equalize the pay of the Army and 
Navy, but to equalize the pay of the Navy by 


| itself. It was found wholly impracticable to com- 
| pare the pay of the Army with that of the Navy. 


There can be no assimilation of the pay of the 
two, because there does not and cannot exist 
any relation whatever of grades and duties be- 
tween them, except by the mere arbitrary regu- 
lation Of the two Departments, for the idle pur- 
poses of etiquet. 

There are and must be more numerous grades 
in the Army than in the Navy. And the cuties 
of a sailor to those of a soldier can no more be 
assimilated than the fishes of the sea to the birds 
and beasts of dry land. But as a comparison was 
instituted by my colleague, | must beg leave to 
set him right as to certain errors of which he was 
guilty, both as to the pay of the officers of the 
Army, and as to the relative pay of Army and 
Navy. Byregulation of the Departments alone, 

Commodores rank with brigadier generals; 

Captains with colonels; 

Masters commandant with majors; 

Lieutenants with captains. 

Now, sir, my colleague, very honestly no 
doubt, but very unjustly to the Navy, took the 
pay of thirty-six captains of the Navy, (a com- 
modore is nothing more than a captain,) and 
compared its gross amount with that of one major 
general, two brigadier generals, and the colonels 
of the Army. ‘The balance was large, of course, 
against the Navy; but, sir, it was a false balance, 

There is no grade of the Navy as high, or cor- 
| responding with that of major general, Below 

him, to the rank of captain in the Army, with 
whom a lieutenant of the Navy ranks, there is a 
most numerous list of superior officers, all rank- 
ing higher by brevet than their nominal grades, 
and some of them receiving the brevet pay. 

In the Navy, the highest rank is that of cap- 
tain. There is no topmast higher to whieh a 
sailor may climb. Here promouon in the Navy 
is dammed up; and the number of this rank is, 
of course, comparatively much greater than that 
ofthe corresponding rank in the Army. But as 


| the first grade of the Navy ranks with brigadier 


generals and colonels, and the second grade with 
majors, we must compare the pay of the Navy 
captains with that of all the officers of the Army, 
from major generals down to majors, with whom 
masters commandant rank. How stands the 
comparison then? 
From major general to majors, according te 
the report of the Secretary of War, there are 


| thirty-eight generals and colonels and lieutenant 


colonels, as offsets to the thirty-six captains of 
the Navy. How stands their relative pay? 

Sir, I will not touch that Blue Book, a he upon 
the calendar. | refer you, sir, to Adjutant Gen- 
eral Jones’s report to Congress in 1842-'33. He 
makes the statement of the Army pay, under the 
present law: 

Rank. Total pay per year. 

| Major general. ..ceeceeeers +++ + $6,012 64 
Srigadier gencral....see.ceces. «+ 4,422 32 

| Colonel... 20 ccccccccccccccsccee S04 Se 

| Lieutenant colonel.,...++++++++++ 2,372 32 

Majors. ..cccccccccccscccccccoes aplUG SB 


This table, with the notes, will enable us to 
ascertain very nearly what the Army pay is, 

‘* Note.—Officers are required to keep their 
‘servants and horses, to entitle them to their 
* allowance.’’ 

‘* Double rations are allowed to officers when 
‘commanding separate posts, and are to be added 
‘to the above in such cases.”’ 

‘¢ Fuel and quarters are allowed by regulations, 
‘and paid through the Qurtermaster’s department, 
| © and are not included in this table.’’ 
| The subsistence or rations of a Major General 
er year amount to $1,095. 

Double rations. .....2sc0e.eseeee+ + $2,180 
House rent (fuel notincluded) about.. 800 
Double rations and rent... ..+..++++- $2,980 


———— 
(eee 


| 


| 


coe < ae 
hana # Q 


1°) ten 


or a Sp we 
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Excluding fuel and taking only single rations, 
the pay of major general is........+.$8,607 64 | 


i 


A brigadier general’s pay at a sepa- 

rate post, allowing $600 for house rent 

and exclusive of fuel, is...........+- 5,898 32 
A colonel’s pay at a separate post, al- 

lowing $400 for quarters, exclusive 


A lieutenant colonel’s pay, ata sepa- 
rate post, $350 for quarters, exclusive 


A major’s under same circumstances, 


arate posts. Besides, the brigadier generals are 
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8 captains commanding. +e eeereee « $36,000 00 


9 captains at navy-yards........... 40,500 00 
1 captain on other duty........2... 3,750 00 


|| 18 captains waiting orders .......... 54,000 00 


Sl dliidswstecevediet autécte lel 32 | 


} 
of fuel, &c., Be cvccecsesseocceoeeecs 2,806 32 | 
| 
allowing $300 for rent, i8.....++ee0+ 2,698 32 | 
But this is not the worst of it. Nearly all of | 
these grades, and many of the captains, have sep- | 


major generals—the colonels, brigadiers—the | 


lieutenant colonels, colonels—and the majors are 
lieutenant colonels, by brevet. 

There are not less than five officers in the Army, 
wlio receive the pay of major generals. 
Their pay and emoluments,.........$44,038 20 
The pay and emoluments of five com- 

modores, commanding squadrons on 

foreign Station, 18...+..++eeee++++ 14,700 00 


Balance in favor of Army........+++$29,338 20 

There are now but four captains of the Navy 
commanding squadrons, called commanding by 
courtesy, who each receive, while employed as 
such, $100 per month... ....-eeeee ee $1,200 OO 
16 rations per diem, at 25 cents... ..2+61,400 00 
Allowance for cabin furniture.......... sub OU 
DL TT ee, 
Major general’s pay per year......... 8,807 64 
Balance in favor of major general......$5,867 64 
Brigadier general’s pay and emoluments, includ- 

ing fuel, at $150... cece eee eee eee 0G6,043 33 
Captain of the Navy, commanding a ship 

Of the line....0.. --- 2,)60 00 


Balance in favor of brigadier general... .§3,838 32 


All the brigadiers in the Army reecive the pay 
of major generals; and nearly, if not quite all the 
colonels receive brigadier’s pay; while the sea- 
pay of a captain of the Navy, with all his allow- 
ANCES, 18, PET VEAL. occ ee seceeeecereeee ope, GU 
Shore pay.....- SN 0b 6eeen see COD 
Masters commandant sea pay, with cabin 

PRCATG sicc cies o's aecs se 0n'e'so 00ese bank SD 
Shore pay. ..ccorccccescveccccccccsccccelsl iO 
EAPUINAMS.. ccce mr cccccseccesscescces O60 

Sir, there may be some slight erfors in this 
statement as to Army pay and emoluments, for it 
seems there is no other way to ascertain them 
but by summoning your Adjutantand Paymaster 
Generals to answer on oath what each and every 
grade of the Army can receive under all the dif- 
ferent heads of service. But this may be safely 


stated as a most favorable comparison to the | 


Army. 


1 major general, At. ccecces eseeeees - $8,607 64 


2 brigadier generals, at.....0......11,796 64 
35 othergeneral officers, colonels, and 
lieutenant colonels, at $3,000 


COCh oc cccoscecsccccercccscesecchl5,000 00 


33 $135,404 28 


The thirty-six captains of the Navy, as they 
are now employed, according to the Secretary of 


the Navy’s report, receive in pay and subsistance, | 


for 


8 commanding. ..eeeeeeeeceeeee. $18,360 00 | 

31,340 75 | 

30,780 00 | 
1,930 00 | 
1,200 00 


9 at navy-yards....ceeseceesess 
16 waiting Orders...ccecceceeess 
1 on ordnance duty ....-eeeeeees 
2 on furlough. ..cccccecesccccess 


36 $83,610 75 


—_ — 


Excess of pay, &c., to Army .....$51,793 53 


The balance in favor of the Navy, according to 


ye pay, is more than one third. 
hat does this bill propose, according to the 
same service? 


$134,250 00 
Leaving an excess still in favor of the 
Army Of .occccocccsccccccccccecs $1,154 298 


Sir, this is nearer an equalization of the pay of 
Navy and Army than gentlemen thought, cout 
it does not bring the Navy up to the Army stand- 
ard yet; for, besides these thirty-eight officers of 
the Army enumerated, there are quartermasters, 
commissaries and pay masters, numbering twenty, 
whose pay ought to be in addition to that of the 
thirty-eight offsetted against the pay of the thirty- 
six captains of the Navy. 

The masters commandant rank with majors, 
twenty-two in number; and the lieutenants rank 
only with captains, one hundred and thirty-six 
in number, when the first lieutenants hold the 
same relation to a frigate and crew that a lieu- 
tenant colonel holds to a regiment; the lieutenant 

| colonels having no separate responsibilities what- 

| ever. 

Sir, it is measuring by comparison the long 
with the short, and you must allow the lines of 

| comparison to radiate. [If this rule be attended 
| to, and it cannot be neglected without injustice to 
| the Navy, youcannot but decide that the Army, 
| without higher responsibilities or rank, or greater 
| labor, or more arduous duties, has greatly, out 
| of all reason, the advantage of pay and emolu- 
| ments over the Navy: \ 

| The total number of the Army, officers 

SRO MROID (Ds 664406 sé Keema venEsene 

| Of the Navy....csccsccccccccccccees 


7,198 


7,355 
| Number in the Navy over the Army.. 157 
The pay of the Army is— 


In the qurtermaster’s department... $613,000 
in the engineer’s department....... 1,004,000 


Total in these three departments,.... $3,131,000 


_ Pay and subsistence of the officers and 
seamen of the Navy..ceee oee..+e- 1,905,125 


I have included the three departments of pay- 


| master, engineer, and quartermaster, in this esti- 
| mate of the Army, because there are so many 


contingencies of pay to the officers of the Army 
| which are never reported in their pay proper. 
But, as far as | am enabled to judge, and from 


the special comparisons I have already made, the | 


Army is paid at least a third more than the Navy, 
though the latter has the greatest number of men 
in its service. Strange, then, strange indeed, 
that my colleague should have found so many 
apologies for the pay and allowances of the 4rmy, 
and that he could not find it in his conscience or 
his arithmetic to support this bill! Yes, sir, to 


'| justify even the extra compensation beyond the 
| rich pay proper of the .2rmy, my colleague entered 


into an enumeration of the hardships of its ser- 
vice, and went so far out of his way as to station 
an officer on your western frontier. 
put it to the candor of every gentleman at all 
acquainted with sea-service to say whether the 


or war, than those of the Army? Indeed, sir, 
there is very little difference in the service of the 





in a floating prison, as in war; when the officers 


of your Army, on the furthest frontier, may yet | 


have his wife, children, and friends around him, 
and those who are stationed on your Atlantic 


posts may, married or single, enjoy all the delights | 


of the society of ladies, ride thrice a week fox- 
hunting, or come as pleasure wills, to these gal- 
leries, to be edified by your sage debates. Wars 
and rumors of wars among nations change not 
the order of nature; embitter no more the elements 


than in peace; lash no more the waves, project | 
no more the shoals, threaten no more the ship- | 


wreck; wind and wave are ever at strife when 
| man is at peace with his fellow-man, for the winds 


~ 


| failed. 
the Army. The first proposition of this bill was 
| to equalize the pay of the Army with that of the 


| to this bill, in and out of doors. 








Now, sir, 1 | 


hardships, exposure, privations, and dangers of | 
the Navy are not much greater, in time of peace | 


Navy in peace and war. The sailor, when he | 
leaves his port, bound for a foreign station, to | 
protect your commerce in time of peace, is still | 
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are the breath of the Almighty !—the pestilence 
and the hurricane of piratical seas are still the 


| same to the mariner, and those ‘* hostis humani 
generis.”’ the pirates, ever turn their guns against 


every ship of the ocean. 
My colleague says, verily, that if you pass this 


increase of pay for the Navy, the officers of the 
| Army will be dissatisfied! Sir, what right or cause 
have they to be dissatisfied after the facts I have 
| shown, unless they are disposed as the dog in the 


| between different corps, between Navy and Arm 


manger? This little, mean, ungenerous jealousy 
’ 


officers and men—this disposition to grasp all, 
instead of to provide fairly for all, has proved 
the fatal cause of defeat to every bill intended to 
benefit the Army and Navy, which has ever 
I fully understand this opposition from 


Navy. To do this, there was at first an attempt 
to raise the Navy pay, and to reduce the Arm 
ay to a medium between them, as at present, 
This caused a trembling in the camp. To avoid 
a small reduction to itself, the Army has violently 
opposed a small increase to the Navy. But, sir, 


it was found impracticable to equalize the pay of 
_the Army and Navy—the Army has been let 
' alone, permitted to hold on to all it has got; and 


the proposition now is singly to increase reason- 
o the pay of the Navy. Why should the Army 
still continue its opposition? It is ungenerous; 


and a little radicalism may yet teach the officers 


of the Army to repent of their present opposition 
The officers of 
the Navy are now, deservedly enough, taught a 
lesson of justice and fairness on their part, b 


| some of the marine corps. ‘That corps had a bill 
| before Congress last winter, which | supported 


with all my heart, and which was opposed by 
the naval officers with all their hearts. They are 
now paid in their turn, sir; and but for my friend- 


| ship to this bill, I would not be sorry for it. 


Sir, both Army and Navy ought to be taught 


|alesson on this subject, by an honored old sol- 
In the paymaster’s department..... 1,514,000 || 


dier, made generous and noble by seeing actual 
service. The views of my friend, the honorable 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Jonnson,] the 


| soldier and patriot | mean, are the correct views 
on this subject. 
| comparison drawn between Army and Navy. 


There ought to be no invidious 


Each has fought, nobly fought, its own battles 


/on the land and ocean, and each should now fight 


only for itself, and not against -the other. I, for 


| ofe, am so fara friend to both, as to be willing 
_to put them and retain them upon a respect- 


able footing. But why did my colleague not ad- 
vert to that extravagant appendage to the Army, 


the institution at West Point? Why did he or 
| the gentleman from Maine [Mr. ay not tell 
_us how many State governments like R 

,and or Delaware the expenses of that academy 
| would support?) Why did they not advert to the 
/engineer department of the Army, alone costing 


i10de Isl- 


the Government more than the whole pay of this 


| bill—the round sum of one million four thousand 


dollars per annum! That, sir, is an engineer de- 


| partment, and my colleague happens to come 
' from that section of Virginia which is made con- 


vert to the doctrine of internal improvements by 
the want of roads and canals through mountains 
and valleys of mud and limestone rock! 

But of what use will his roads and canals be, 
for war or commerce, without a navy to command 
respect to our flag upon the high seas, and to 

revent hostile aggression upon our shores? 
asthe and canals, for national objects 1 mean, but 
make the way clear for an enemy, when he has 
once landed, without an opposing Navy. And 
without a Navy to protect your commerce—ay, 
that commerce which floats the vast product of 
all the country, all your gee and hills, of the 
world of the Mississippi valley, from its head 
sources to the mouth of the great Father of 
Waters—what will become of your exporting 
cities, and, consequently, of your internal trade 


_ depending upon their commercial prosperity and 


protection? What would be the cost of naviga- 
tion, the price of insurance on exportation? The 


Navy subserves the interior, even more than it 


does the sea-board, just in proportion as the whole 
country isa greater interest than its coast. In the 
language of our present Secretary, the Navy is 


vitall ‘Important and indispensable, ‘*‘ whether 


'*in defending our property on the ocean from 
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‘ pirates or open enemies, our shores from hostile | 








" ’ « They want their porridge and their fat bull beeves ; 
Bither they must be dieted like mules, 
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| so to fix and establish by law the pay and the da- 


‘aggression, or our flag from insult.”” And, sir, | 
such arguments as were used by my colleague in 
relation to what the expense of a Navy would 
effect, if applied to other purposes, go only to 
strike the flag of the Navy itself. What better | 
object of reasonable expenditure, liberal expendi- 
ture, can there be, than a Navy, for a country | 
like this! Sir, there was a time when such argu- | 
ments availed, and such a question was asked in | 
doubt; but it is too late at this time of day to 
decry the Navy by magnifying its expenditure, | 
when it has fought its way to honor, respect, and 
popularity, has become its own practical argu- | 
ment, and when, too, we are on the very eve ofa 
threatened naval war with one of the strongest 
maritime Powers of the world. One million of 
dollars is a great sum, indeed, for a country as 
rich in resources as this, about celebrating the 
payment of its national debt, too, to support your 
entire list of superior and inferior naval officers, 
to contend and cope with the Navy of France! 
Sir, my colleague did hope that this nation 
would wake up from what he calls this dream of 
military glory. For my part, sir, I never was 
in such adream. But, if he has been in such a 


| ties of your Army and Navy, as to effectually, 
| deprive the Executive Departments of all unne- 
cessary control over either. Under the present 
system of allowances by regulation, maintained in no 
other way than by the shamefully large and neg- 
ligent a »propriations by Congress to contingen- 
cies, the Executive control and power of patronage 
over the Army and Navy is increased without 
limit, and without responsibility. Both Army 
and Navy are perfectly at the will and mercy or 
the Executive, are made to feel constantly the 
| power of that branch of the Government by the 
| purse strings and by removal, and have long since 
ceased to feel any dependence whatever upon 
Congress. 

Sir, I have often heard the truth, and perfeetly 
accord with it, that the liberties of no people 
| were ever destroyed by a military leader until 
corruption had first caukered the vitals of the 
State,-and thus, by debilitating the whole sys- 
| tem, made it an easy prey for military despotism. 
And I will add, with respect to the future des- 
tinies of this country, that its liberties will for- 
ever be preserved inviolate, as long as the repre- 


And have their provender tied to their mouths, 

Ur, piteous they will look like drowned mice.”’ j 
Such was their character in the days of John 
Talbot, and they have not lost it to this day. 
he nominal pay of the English navy is like that 
of our Army, much less than the real, which is 
right hard to get at. Besides fifty per cent. in 
allowances, their pay is enormous in provisions 
/alone. They have not, like our sutler and pur- 

| veying officers, to lay in their own food from a | 
scanty pay and ration, and their own blue cups 
and porringers to be broken by every lee-lurch 

of a ship. 

My colleague next urges, that the officers who 
are now to be benefited by this increase of pay, 
are not those who achieved the victories and ac- 
quired the glory of your Navy. This is an un- | 
kind cut, indeed! But, sir, my colleague would 
not have made this assertion, as far wrong as all 
his other facts, if he had made the acquaintance 
of our present naval officers. Though many 
happen not to have shared the fame, yet they are 
nearly all the very men who, insubordinate grades | 
during the war, achieved the victories. Besides, 


| the commanders now living who were successful 
then, the men now commanding are the very 
naval heroes who fought under the flags of your | 
Hulls, Decaturs, Perrys, Lawrences, Bainbridges, 


trance, to what has he awakened? A gun-boat 
system! Pardon me for saying, if the country 
is to be awakened to that dream, I hope she may 


sentatives of the people and the officers of the Army 
and Navy of the United States are kept pure, 


| enlightened, virtuous, and patriotic; and they will 


ever be so, as long as they are kept independent and 


sleep on. ButI hope, sir, that the nation will 


ee Bae. | free from the influence of the Federal Executive, and 


not go to sleep, and forget that golden rule of 
national safety, ‘¢in peace to prepare for war.’”’ 
And if we do not pass this bill, and a naval war 
with a strong maritime Power shall come, as it 
is imminently threatened, I trust in God that our | 
seamen may not have to wake up in foreign dun- 
geons and prison-ships, froma dream of national | 
glory once won by your Navy, to scenes of naval || 
defeat and national mortification and humiliation, 
caused by weakness in this “right arm of our 
defense,’’ for the want of a bountiful nourish- 
ment, to be charged in part to a false economy, | 
and in part to a still existing enmity to our 
Navy, which I had thought was obsolete, and | 
which I pray may now be defeated and buricd 
forever. 
Sir, my colleague objects to the reason as- 
signed by the Secretary of the Navy for this 
increase of pay. Seeming to forget what the 
Secretary says about the compensation being 
inadequate ** for an honorable discharge of duty,’’ 
the gentleman looks only to the reason of ena- | 
bling our captains to compete in extravagance | 
with the admirals of other nations while on for- | 
eign stations. No, sir, although the admirals of 
foreign ships will not at present return gun for gun 
to your salutes—and if ever one of our captains 
returns an unequal salute, 1 will do all in my 
power to have him broke—all your Navy asks of | 
the people is, as far as is consistent with repub- | 
lican simplicity and economy, to value and prize 
the labor, gallantry, and blood of American offi- || 
cers and seamen as high as that of mercenary | 


** Valiant and virtuous, full of haughty courage, 
Such as were grown to credit by the wars ; 
Not fearing death, nor shrinking for distress, 
But always resolute in most extremes.’ 


And I do not fear to pledge myself, that of 


| them who did not fight during the last war, there 
will not be wanting those to acquire a fame in 
arms, and those to redeem by deeds of noble 
daring, as by present worth and science, from | 
obloquy and reproach, a character once and now 

| aspersed by malevolent and undeserved persecu- 


tion. 
But, Mr. Speaker, this Congress does not seem | 


very ‘‘gloriously”’ affected towards the old tars || 
| who confessedly did literally lead your ships to || 


: re 
action. During the war, when— {| 
“The Guerriere frigate bold, | 

On the foaming ocean rolled; | 

And at the close of the war, when naval || 


triumphs were celebrated everywhere, the Navy 
was everything; but it seems that our remem- || 
branee of its achievements has passed with the || 


forgetfulness of our dangers, and there are none, |; 
even here, 80 poor as to do that old sea-dog, Isaac 


Hull, common justice, much less reverence! You 

insultingly turned him out of doors the other day, | 
for presenting a just demand, and the glory of 
your Navy must not now be named in asking for 
it but common justice, long delayed! Verily, 
sir, I begin to believe—and it is a hard lesson to 


| be taught a young man—that 


** Glory is like a circle in the water, 
Which never ceaseth to enlarge itself, 
*Till, by broad spreading, it disperse to nauglit.”’ 


| and liberally 
ple; and then 
true, and we continue this policy, there never can 
be danger from a bribed and corrupt soldiery, 
sustained, as well as appointed by executive favor. 


| to power-yielding places. 
bill protects the service from abuses, and its 
officers from temptation and dependence, by 


|| heard. 
| **isalways opposed to that of his principal, and 
| there never will be danger that our public servants 

















hirelings is prized by monarchs and despots. 
My colleague asks was effect this increase of | 
pay will have upon our officers themselves? 
Strange question! Why, sir, it will nerve, it 
will strengthen, it will brace, it will inspire them 
with new courage! It will assure them they | 
have a country which setsa value onthem. See! 
a ship of the United States maneuvering foraction | 
with another Guerriere! Topsails are aback— | 
behold them! Is not the blood of that captain 
standing on your quarter-deck as rich, as pre- 
cious, as the blood of yonder admiral, gilded 
with stars and garters? Where your captain 


‘My colleague lastly attacked, as he attacked 
everything in this bill, the last—the three per 
cent. clause. Sir, my othercolleague from Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. Mason,] on another occasion, the 
other day, said everything which could or can 
be said in defense of this feature of the bill; and 
I will only add my declaration to his, resulting | 
conclusively from his explanation and argument, || 
| that there is not the semblance of a pension sys- || 
tem in this provision. As the officers themselves 
desire it, and it will be a fund proceeding from | 
their own pay, to which the attribute and sanc- 
gets thousands of dollars, that admiral is paid in || tion of law merely will be added, I do not object 
thousands of pounds sterling; and the rate of pay || to it, though [ do as strongly as any object to a 
is so down from admirals and captains to powder- || pension system. 
monkeys! The broadside is fired— Having followed to the end of the chapter the 
|| objections of my cdlleague to this bill, I beg 
leave to offer some recommendations of it which 
he did not touch; and at the same time to answer 
some objections made by the gentleman from | 
New York, (Mr. Mann.] 

This bill abolishes the system of extra pay for | 
special services, and the system of allowances, | 
leaving a few, in certain cases necessary, but | 
always a captain! Yes, sir, my colleague and || herein specific. This at once deprives the Navy | 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Many] both || Department of that odious power of imposition 
dared—dared, I say, in the face of all knowledge || in some cases, and of favoritism in others, which, 
to the contrary, to compare the pay of the Amer- || I am credibly informed, has Leen too often grossly || 
ican Navy with that of the English. The Eng- || and corruptly abused. There is nothing more | 
lish! important, in my estimation, Mr. Speaker, than !' 


* Yard-arms and yard-arms meet, 
Cannons’ mouths each other greet.” 


She strikes!—which? If that American “ star 
and stripe’? comes down, honorsand promotion, | 
pensions and places await the.English crew! If | 
the ** Royal George,”” the American crew are | 
grudged their prize-money! And captain once, | 

| 
| 








no longer. I do, therefore, fervently desire this 
House to adopt the wise policy of making our 
whole military establishment feel that it is paid, 
aid, by the representatives of the peo- 
| firmly believe, if we ourselves are 


Nothing can be more dispiriting to the brave and 


| proud commanders of your fleets and armies, 


than the necessity of flattering and “courting’’ 


for their rights; but, as sure as ‘* man is man,” 
| where * thrift follows fawning,’’ the spirit of the 
proudest and bravest wiil fly to their necessities; 
and a court beggar will 


*‘ Crook the pregnant hinges of the Knee’? 


I consider that this 


fixing unequivocally by law an adequate compen- 
sation, fairly distributed amongst the different 
grades. But this, it seems the gentleman from 
New York would especially avoid. He laid 
down upon this puint the most licentioug rule of 
false economy and fraudulent radicalism I ever 
‘* The interest of the agent,”’ he says, 


will work for nothing. 
their wits.”’ 

Now, sir, in the name of common honesty, 
what does this mean? In plain English, it is 
nothing more or less than that he would pay poorly 


Their wants will sharpen 


| and leave the rest to pillaging. This is his policy, 


and Heaven forbid it! The allowance, the extra 


| pay, and the poor and pillaging pay system, coste 


this Government ten-fold mgre, in my opinion, 


| than the most extravagant fixed salaries would, 


constantly violates that clause of the Constitution 
which provides that no money shall be drawn 
from the Treasury, except by appropriations b 
law, and is the most busy evil of corruption that is 
now prostituting and degrading the public service. 
But the most intolerable of all positions yet 
assumed by any one against this proposed in- 
crease of Navy pay, is that by the gentleman 
from New York—the prize-money which. officers 
may snatch from the jaws of danger and death in 
wars which may happen, Sir, what is prize-money? 
The law provides—‘‘If the capture exceeds or 
equals the force that captures, then the captors 


‘ shall get the whole proceeds of the vessel cap- 


tured. If the capture be of less force, then one 
half goes to the United States for the benefit of 
the pension fund.’’ In other words, you say to 

our gallant navy, ‘‘ Go, sail the high seas over, and 
if you can find and seize from the battle or the 


breeze, a prize of superior or equal force, you 
shall have all you get; and if inferior to yourself, 
I will take from your hard earnings one half!” 
Is this like pay? Does it take a dollar from your 
Treasury? Does it not strip your enemies, and 
that, too, at the hazard of the fate of war to every 


108 


naval officer who is thus to be enriched by such 
blood-bought spoils? ‘This, as an excuse for not 
raising their pay, is taunting to men who under- 


|| clusion, upon the same principles which actuated | 


stand their rights as wellas you do, and to whom || 
you owe respect at least, if not a debt of grati- || 


tude! ‘To prove to you that they ‘*‘ know their 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


Mr. WAYNE said that important questions, 
like the present, must frequently have their con- | 
the framers of the Government—in the principle | 
of compromise. He was satisfied that the friends 


| of the bill before the House could only accom- | 


rights, and knowing, can maintain them,”’ I will | 


read the argument of a lieutenant of your Navy 
on this point, in compliment to the intelligence 
and ability of its officers generally. He says: 
“‘The chances of prea taeney are as the 
* chances of a lottery; and it may be safely said, 
‘that there are not more persons of the Navy 
‘who have drawn prize-money, in proportion to 
‘the number of all the crews sisting it, than 
‘persons who have drawn prizes in lotteries, in 


‘proportion to the number of persons holding | 


‘tickets. A vessel has first to be fallen in with— 


‘then be captured—then sent in safety to the | 


* United States; and there are nine chances to one 
‘of recapture before arriving in our ports, espe- 


‘cially when the enemy are powerful at sea— | 


* which must always be the case with any nation 
* we are likely to be at war with. 





If the capture || 


‘arrives safely, however, the greater portion of || 


‘the proceeds (after paying double duties to the 


* United States for all dutiable articles on board, | 


‘and, in case of an inferior force, half the value 


* of vessel and cargo) is eaten up by the various | 


‘expenses, enriching only 
* marshals, auctioneers, and prize-agents; so that 
* poor Jack and his officers get but a small slice 


| ple to which he alluded. He had risen for the | 
purpose of moving to strike from the bill certain 


| tlemen. 
exceptions, which were embraced in the propo- 


| in the naval service, the 
| decisionof the question without further difficulty. 


'| He, therefore, moved to amend the bill by striking || 
out all that part relating to extra allowances and |, 


| officers. 


|| the unanimous consent of the House. 





district attorneys, | 


| rules, in order that he might be enabled to sub- 
| mit the motion. 


* for their shares. Many of our officers, who were || 
‘thought to be very successful in taking prizes, | 


‘realized only from $50 to $100 during their 
‘cruise; and many others were taken themselves, 
‘and continued prisoners through the war. But, 


‘ 


“and then a long war, if at all. 


‘twenty years since officers and crews have had || 


‘a chance for prize-money. In the execution of 
‘other duties, your officers have not unfrequently 
* made captures, when the 

‘for heavy costs, basal’ 


* Congress. The amountof prize-money received 
*by the most fortunate officer commanding during 
*the last war with Great Britain, it is confidently 
*believed, would not exceed ten dollars per 
*month during his whole term of service. 
‘amount forthe most fortunate junior officer would 
*not be three dollars per month. 

‘The ideas entertained in relation to prize- 


‘ : oniadrin 
money are extremely erron ‘ous—if acquired at || fe . 
y a juired at || town, was ordered to be printed. 


‘all, itis hardly fought for and dearly won—adds 


‘glory to our flag, and has nothing to do with the | 


have been held liable | 
in suits at law, and, || 
‘in some instances, obliged to beg relief from | 


The | 


|| 


| 





* pay and emoluments of officers, for it never comes | 


* oul of the pockets of the people. 
*would hold equally good against reducing or 
* giving less pay to officers of the customs in con- 
* sequence of the possibilities or probabilities that 
‘may occur for t 
* smuggled—merely because they are entitled to 
* half the net proceeds, when the goods shall have 


. oe of their ships, by sending their men 
* on boar 
‘ prizes taken are destroyed.”’ 

Such is the unanswerable manner in which the 


Navy can reason for itself. 


ee to detect goods about being | 


prizes, eonsequently the great bulk of | Thursday, the 22d instant, and ordered to be 


The argument | 


i] 


| 


| CAMBRELENG, and HARDIN, in relation to 


| sented, the latter gentleman moved an adjourn- 


* been tried, condemned, and all expenses paid. Men || when a bill shall be 


*of war seldom deem it prudent to weaken the || 


plish their main objects by a resort to the princi- | 


passages which appeared obnoxious to some gen- 
They were the same, with one or two 


sition of the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. | 
Pore.}] His proposition, he conceived, would | 
present a fair ground of compromise, and as no | 
member, so far as he had understood, was op- 

osed to giving adequate pay to those employed 
i ouse would, by mutual 
concessions, be enabled, he hoped, to come toa 


to raising a fund by deducting three per cent. 


. | 
from the pay of the commission and warrant || 


officers, for the relief of the relatives of deceased 
The SPEAKER stated that the motion required 
Mr. JONES, of Georgia, objected. 
Mr. WAYNE moved a suspension of the 


The SPEAKER decided that the motion, 
under the circumstances in which it was pre- 


sented, (there being other motions pending,) || 
could only be made with the unanimous consent | 
| of the House. 
again, before prize-money there has to be a war; | 
We are a nation || 
‘of peace. Our whele policy is peace. It is now | 


After some conversation between the SPEAK- 
ER and Messrs. WAYNE, JONES of Georgia, 


the mode of proceeding upon the commitment, 
and the several instructions that had been pre- 





ment; which was carried. 
The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuvrspay, January 8, 1835. 


Petitions and memorials were presented by Mr. 
PORTER and Mr. EWING. 


MEMORIAL OF GEORGETOWN, D. C. 


On motion of Mr. TYLER, the memorial pre- 
sented by him yesterday, from citizens of George- 


CLERKS IN STATE DEPARTMENT. 


The CHAIR submitted acommunication from 
the Secretary of State, transmitting a list of the 


| officers employed in that Department for the 


year 1834, with the compensation given to each: 


VETO POWER. 
The joint resolntion recommending an amend- 
ment of the Constitution, so as to provide that 
ctoed by the President, it 


| may be passed into a law by a majority only, of 


both Houses, was taken up for consideration; and | 
On motion of Mr. KENT, was postponed to 


|| printed, 


In addition to this, || 


I have the pointed authority of Lord Nelson for | 


saying “‘ that prize-money is a saving to the || 
It is ** a saving to the State,’’ taken from || 


State.” 
an enemy, and though poor reward, a sharp stimu- 
lus to the courage of crew and commander. 

But, sir, such arguments as these would not 
have been required in the year 1816, just after the 
war, Your Navy magnanimously deferred its 


the heavy burden to the public debt, added by 
that war so gallantly and gloriously fought b 
sailors’ arms ** for free trade and sailors’ rights. 


You have now celebrated the extinguishment of || 


that debt, your Treasury is a horn of plenty; and 
now, if you stint your Navy and war does come— 
** Look on thy country 
And see the cities and the towns defac’d 
By wasting ruin of the cruel foe.” 
Sir, I beg of you, now, beforehand, to 
* Strike those that hurt, and hurt not those that help! 


One drop of blood drawn from thy country’s bosom 
Should grieve thee more than streams of foreign gore.” 


y, | 


1 
| 
} 





| 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 
Mr. KING, of Alabama, gave notice, that to- 


morrow he would ask leave to introduce a bill || 


authorizing George Whitman to import an iron 
steamboat, in detached parts, free of duty. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES 


Mr. CLAYTON, from the Judiciary Commit- | 
tee, reported a bill for the relief of William Tharp; | 


application for increase of pay, then, because of || which wae read the first time, end ordered toa 


| second reading. 


Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on 
Nava! Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of A. 
D. Ostrander. 

Mr. S., from the same committee, reported a | 
joint resolution for the settlement of the claim of | 
John 8. Stiles, under a contract for the supply | 
of Navy bread. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. EWING, pursuant to notice, and on leave 

iven, introduced a bill for the relief of 

aine and Elias Arnold; which was read twice 
and referred. 


| 
1 


| 


January 8, 


ee 


| Mr. ROBINSON, pursuant to notice, and on 


leave given, introduced a bill for the relief of 
Wilkinson Godwin; which was read twice and 
referred. 
The bill for the relief of James Young was read 
a second time, and referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 
The following bills were read a second time 
| and referred: 
| The bill for the relief of Henry Awkward ; 
The bill for the relief of the heirs and legal rep. 
| resentatives of Baily C. Clark; and 
| A bill to authorize the Secretary of State to 
| issue letters patent to James Jones, for an im- 
provement in the manufacture of cotton fabrics, 
The following bills were read a second time, 


| and ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 


ing: 
| A bill for the relief of Henry B. Tyler, exec- 
| utor of Lieutenant Colonel Richard B. Smith; 

A bill for the relief of McKean Buchanan; 
and 

A bill for the relief of the administrator of 
Michael Hogan deceased. 


The bill providing for the regulation of vessels 
| propelled in whole or in part by steam, and 
The bill for the relief of F’. Garretson, late 
a purser in the Navy, were severally taken up 
for consideration, an 
On motion of Mr. SOUTHARD, were laid on 
the table. 


FRENCH SPOLIATION BILL- 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill making compensation for French spoliations 
prior to 1800; when 

Mr. WRIGHT spoke at length in opposition 
to the object and principles of the bill. 

When Mr. W. concluded, 

Mr. WEBSTER rose and remarked that he 
| hoped he should not be called on to speak, except 
| to reply finally to all the gentlemen who intended 
speaking in opposition to the bill. 

Mr. KING said if the Senator from Massachu- 
| setts would pardon him, he would, before the 
| question was taken on engrossing the bill, say 
something in justification of the vote he should 

ive. He did not, however, propose to go fully 
into the subject. He had made no regular prep- 
aration, with a view of doing so. But some of 
those friends with whom he had been very much 
in the habit of acting, especially on questions 
requiring a defense of the public Treasury, had 
advocated the claims of those interested in the 
passage of the bill, with a degree of labor, zeal, 
and apparent earnestness of feeling which afforded 
the best possible evidence of their entire convic- 
tion of the propriety of the course they had 
adopted; and he therefore felt it a respect due to 
them, as well as a justification of himself, to give 
at least someof the reasons why he should differ 
with them upon the present occasion. 

Mr. K. said he should be brief, for the reason 
first stated. In fact, he did not think the bill 
called for a very wide range of discussion. For 
although the history of the claims wasa long one, 
and the facts and documents connected with them 
numerous, yet it would be seen from the discus- 
sion, so far as heard, that the facts necessary to 
be known and understood to direct our judgment 
upon the bill, were neither numerous or contro- 
verted; on the contrary, the difference in the 
minds of Senators upon the merits of the claims 
would result from a difference of conclusion from 
the same admitted facts, and not from any con- 
_troversy about the facts themselves. : 
| What was the proposition, by the establish- 
| ment of which the advocates of the bill sought to 
| enforce upon the Senate the propriety of its pas- 
|sage? If he understood it, it was this: that 
| France, on the 30th of September, 1800, was in- 
debted to citizens of the United States, (the 
claimants, ) atleast five millions of dollars. That 
the United States were at the same time under 

treaty stipulations to France, onerous to them, 
/and ‘valuable to France; and that the United 

States, having charge of the claims of their citi- 
| zens, released these claims to France in consider- 

ation of a release of their own treaty stipulations 
| to that nation. Hence it was contended that the 
| United States are liable to their own citizens for 
their claims on France, upon the same principle 
that an agent is liable to his principal if he ap- 
propriate the effects of the latter to his own use. 


} 
| 
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The doctrine was sound enough, if the proposi- 
tion were established. But, in prosecuting an 
inquiry into the truth of the proposition, we 
should inquire, and, if possible, ascertain— 

Ist. Whether, in point of fact, the Government 
of France was, according to the existing rules of 
national law, indebted to the claimants five mil- 
lions, or any other sum, on the 30th of Septem- 
ber, 1800? ‘ 

2. Whether in point of fact the United States 
were at the same date bound by treaty stipula- 
tions onerous to them, and valuable to France, 
which would afford a consideration for the release 
of the claims. ae ode 

And it might not be unimportant to inquire, in 
the third place, whether, if these claims once ex- 
isted and were released by the acts of our Gov- 
ernment in its regular administration, any re- 
oe should attach to the Government for 
obe 


ing the necessary exigencies of State policy? | 


Mr. K. returned to the first inquiry. Was 
France indebted to the claimants on the 30th 


September, 1800? That France had committed | 


spoilations which made her liable at one time to 
climate was not disputed on either side, but 
insisted on by both. The claims, he said, arose 
as well by a reckless violation of the laws of na- 
tion#as by répeated and sometimes admitted in- 
fractions of the treaty of commerce between 


the two countries, ‘dated 6th February, 1778. | 


Several of the articles of this treaty, connecteg 
with these claims, had just been read by his 
friend from New York, [Mr. Wricut.] The 
article most material, he(Mr. K.) read. It is as 
follows: 

‘* ArticLe 23. It shall be lawful for all and 
‘ singular the subjects of the most Christian King, 
‘and the citizens, people, and inhabitants of the 
‘ said United States, to sail with their ships with 
‘all manner of liberty and security, no distinc- 
‘tion being made who are the proprietors of the 
‘merchandise laden thereon, from any port to 
‘the places of those who now are, or hereafter 
: shall 
‘ King, or the United States. It shall likewise be 
‘lawful for the subjects and inhabitants aforesaid 
‘to sail with the ships and merchandise aforesaid 
‘mentioned, and to trade with the same liberty 


‘and security from the places, ports, and harbors | 


‘ of those who age enemies of both or either party, 
‘ without any ee or disturbance whatso- 
‘ever, not only directly from the places of the 
‘enemy aforementioned to neutral places, by also 
‘from one place belonging to an enemy to another 
‘ place belonging to an enemy, whether they be 
‘under the jurisdiction of the same prince, or 
‘under several. And it is hereby stipulated that 
‘ free ships shall give a freedom to west: and that 
‘every thing shall be deemed to be free and ex- 
‘empt which shall be found on board the ships 
‘belonging to the subjects of either of the con- 
‘ federates, although the whole lading or any part 
‘thereof should appertain to the enemies of 
‘ either—contraband goods being always except- 
‘ed. Itis also agreed, in Tike manner, that the 
‘same liberty be extended to persons who are 
‘on board a free ship, with this effect, that, al- 
‘ though they be enemies of both or either party, 
‘they are not to be taken out of that free ship 
‘unless they are soldiers, and in actual service of 
‘the enemies.”’ 

Another article in the treaty provided that 
a sea-letter of a particular form specified in the 
article, should, on being exhibited, determine the 
neutral or friendly character of the vessel. This 
article was violated in the most flagrant manner, 
by an unexpected decree, requiring what they 
called a ‘role d’equipage,”? which took hun- 
dreds by surprise who had prepared themselves 
with a letter in the form prescribed by the treaty. 
In short, France first violated the treaty, as 
seemed on all hands admitted, and continued her 
depredations from 1793 till the treaty of 1800. 
Nor was our Government remiss in attention to 
the claims of its citizens. Every effort was made 
to recover indemnity for them. Envoy after 
envoy was sent to the French court to negotiate 
on the subject; but they were subjected to the 
most degrading conditions as the price of the 
privilege of negotiating, and treated with a con- 


tempt only equaled by that which was paid to || vantageous to her. 
our flag, and at last virtually kicked out of the 
country. These indignities were submitted to 
until—nay, long afte—forbearance ceased to be a 


be, at enmity with the most Christian | 
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virtue; and, finding negotiation hopeless, we de- 
termined to resort to force. 

Mr. K. insisted that the spoliations which 
were the subject of the bill had caused a war be- 
tween the two countries—a war, to be sure, of 
limited duration, but still a a. war, by which 
the claims were extinguished. The acts of ahos- 
tile nature passed 7 Congress in 1798, had all 


| just been read or referred to by his friend from 


New York, the most material of which were those 
authorizing the capture of the armed vessels of 
France. On the 28th day of May, in that year, 
Congress passed an act authorizing the armed 
vessels of the United States to capture any armed 
vessel of France which had committed areas 


| tions on our commerce, or which might be found 


cruising about ourcoasts for thatpurpose. This 
act has been called defensive, barely in its charac- 
ter. Admitit to beso, (said Mr. K.,) and what 
is to be said of the act of 9th July, 1798? This 
act authorizes the capture of French armed ves- 
sels anywhere on the high seas. In other words, it 
authorized a general maritime war with France. 
And did these acts (inquired Mr. K.) end in 
idle ceremony? Notatall,sir. The President, 


| as authorized, issued his proclamation to carry 


them into effect; and from that time the armed 
forces of the two nations understood perfectly 
well the hostile relations in which their respective 
nations stood to each other, and acted accordingly. 


| When their ships met, they instantly cleared for 


action; some of the most desperate conflicts en- 
sued—their masts were cut off by the dexterity 
of our gunners—-their hulls were shattered into 
useless floating wrecks—theirdecks were drenched 
in the blood of their ectmeenconguerer, cap- 
tured, carried into port, confiscated, sold, and 
distributed as prize. And yet, gentlemen say, 
there was no war in this! The Senator from New 
York, who had just taken his seat, in referring to 
this state of things, asked if it could be called 
peace? ‘* Certainly,’’ he was answered from the 
seat of the Senator from Massachusetts. ‘‘ Cer- 
tainly,’? we may call things by what names we 
please; but, in nature, they are not changed by 
the names we arbitrarily give them. We may 
call a declaration of war a proclamation of neu- 
trality. We may call a challenge to mortal con- 
flict a love-letter, or a billetdoux. Or a bloody 
war may be called, as in this case, ‘a mere mis- 
understanding.’’ Yet these things would remain 
unchanged in their natures and consequences by 
the names assigned to them. 

But (inquired Mr. K.) why is it that those 
hostilities, carried on by the authority of the 
Government, did not constitute war? te knew 
not what reason the Senator from Massachusetts, 
{[Mr. Wesster,] who was to conclude this dis- 
cussion, might assign; but other Senators had 
assigned no other reason than that ‘‘ the negoti- 
ators said there had been no war.’’? They might 
as well have ‘‘said’’ that there never was a 
flood. They might as well have ‘said ’’ that 
the battle of Waterloo was a friendly salutation 
between the contending armies. Their sayings 
could not change war into peace. But the truth 
was, (said Mr. K.,) the French negotiators, 
when the cPaims were first presented, ‘‘ said ”’ 
there had been war, ‘‘and that any indifferent 
nation would say so,’’ and that, consequently, 
‘no indemnities could be claimed.” 

It makes but little difference, however, (said 
Mr. K.,) what these gentlemen said in the polite- 
ness of their diplomacy, striving to forget the 
past, and mutually seeking the advantage in 
reviving an extinguished treaty. Mr. Vattel 
said, when he wrote his book on the Law of 
Nations, that ‘‘ war is that state in which we 
prosecute our rights by force;’’ public war being 
that prosecuted by national authority. Were 
not these acts of hostility bygpational authority, 
and in the prosecution of our rights by force? 
Certainly they were. In fact, it was war ina 
very unqualified sense. It was the forcible collision 
of the armed forces of the two nations, by authority of 
each. The claimants, then, on the 30th of Sep- 
tember, 1800, had no claim which we could with 
technical right insist on; and France never sur- 
rendered this an to disclaim them, or offered to 
surrender it, unless upon terms she thought ad- 


But it was said that if these claims were extin- 
guished by war, they were revived by negotia- 
tion. Mr. K. inquired how they could be revived 
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| by mere negotiation? The envoys could not re- 
_ Vive an extinguished claim by merely insisting 
| on it, or taking it into notice in negotiating a 
treaty. They might as well have undertaken to 
revive the edict of Nantz. It was a matter they 
| could not control without the approbation of the 
ratifying authority. It was of no consequence 
upon what principle they negotiated, but we should 
inquire upon what principle the Senate ratified. 
But it is said they were recognized asa subject of 
negotiation in the second article of the treaty. 
Very well, sir, and did the Senate ratify the sec- 
ond article? Not at all. Their first act, when 
| the treaty was presented, was to put the sponge 
|uponit. They said, ineffect, let the second article 
| be blotted from the instrument. Could the Sen- 
| ate have disclaimed more emphatically the notice 
| which had been taken of the subject? The ne- 
' gotiators had taken the subject into consideration, 
/and it was necessary to dispose of it. They, 

therefore, said in the second article, that ‘* not 

being able to agree’’ upon the subject, they post- 
| poned it to a moreconvenient time. The second 
article expunged by the Senate, the treaty was 
sent back to Napoleon, and what did he do? 
Why he agreed to the retrenchment of the sec- 
ond article, ‘* provided’’—provided what, sir ?— 
| that the respective nations would pay the claims 
of their citizens respectively? Not at all, sir. 
| He never thought of such a thing. For France 
| had never paid its citizens for the claims they 
| were at the same time setting up against us. But 
| he agreed to the retrenchment of thd second arti- 
| cle, provided each party renounced the respective 
| ** pretensions which were the object of the second 
| article.’’ ‘* Pretensions’? was a very slighting 
| term to use in reference to a valid debt. The 
| pretensions in his mind most likely were the 
| claims of mutual guaranty, and the privilege of 
| neutrals; but whatever they were, this was only 
| another mode for disposing of them as not sus- 
| tainable. So we see, sir, that the ratifying power 

acted on the principle that the claims were extin- 
guished by Reenlialen, whatever the negotiators 
may have said or done in the matter. 

Mr. K. said that, after the second article was 
expunged, the matter stood precisely in the pre- 
dicament in which it would have stood if the 
claims had not been noticed in the treaty, And 
he supposed it would hardly be contended that if 
national hostilities had existed, and peace restored 
by treaty, without noticing claims which were the 
cause of hostilities, that these claims would not be 
extinguished. ; 

But it is said our own envoys alleged that this 
class of claims was due, and insisted on its pay- 
ment. Certainly they did, sir, and on many 
things else they did not obtain. He understood 
his friendfrom Maine, [Mr. Suerriey,} who dwelt 
on this circumstance, had much of the confidence 
of his constituents as a lawyer as well as a poli- 
tician. If so, he would ask his friend if he had 
not often insisted strongly that thousands were 
due to his client when he knew there was not due 
to him one cent? Doubtless he had, and did only 
his duty in doing so. The Government and 
| envoys acted on a similar principle. They were . 
| representing American citizens, and they did the 
best they could for them; but not being able to 
recover indemnities from France, it was a little 
hard their very diligence should be used as a 
reason for charging the United States with the 
claim. 

But it is further said that the French also ac- 
knowledged these claims. Yes, sir, (said Mr. 
K.,) and how did they acknowledge them? They 
acknowledged them, always coupled with a con- 
dition that would at the same time extinguish 
them. They would negotiate for the payment of 
these claims, provided we would revive an extin- 
guished treaty, and allow them to put their own 
price on its supposed obligations. What kind 
of acknowledgment was oy? and they certainly 
never made any other. You, sir, (said Mr. K.,) 
make claim on me for ten millions of dollars. 
Very well; I may safely answer, ** your account 
is a false one, but I will acknowledge it, if you 
will permit me to produce a false receipt for 1t.”” 
‘* Your debt is barred or extinguished; but I have 
claims of greater amount against you of a similar 
' character, and [ have no objection to settle, if I 
,can bring you in debt.”’ Various offers were 

made on both sides, but they were all, when 
closely examined, of this nature; for they were 
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always ‘‘to renew”? the treaties, which implied ‘ments, or of declaring the treaty dissolved by his 


their previous extinction; and these offers of 


renewal ‘were always accompanied with modifi- || 
| * duct to be 


cations and conditions, thought advantageous to 
the proposer. The claims, then, ( Mr. K.insisted,) 
had been extinguished by the hostile relations 
between the two countries, and had never been 
revived either by negotiations or acknowledg- 
ment. 

Mr. K. then went into the second subject of 
inquiry. Were the United States, on the 30th 
September, 1800, bound by treaty stipulations to 
the Government of France, onerous to the one 
and valuable to the other? -Mr. K. thought not. 
The conduct of France had perhaps sufficiently 
discharged the United States from all the obliga- 
tions of the treaties. But, to put the matter be- 
yond doubt in a judicial point of view, Congress, 
on the 7th of July, 1798, passed an act declara- 
tory on the subject, by which (after reciting in 
the preamble, as a justification of the act, the fre- 
quent violations of the treaties by France) it was 
enacted: ** That the United States are of right 
* freed and exonerated from the stipulations of the 
* treatics and of the Consular Convention hereto- 
*fore concluded between the United States and 
* France, and that the same shall not henceforth 
* be considered as legally obligatory on the Gov- 
* ernment or citizens of the United States.”’ 

One would suppose, (said Mr. K.,) that this 
act would settle the matter; but, to his utter as- 
tonishment, this right in the United States as an 
independent party to the treaty had been denied. 
It was said the consent of both parties must first 
be obtained. There might be some modification 
of the right ns between the United States and its 
citizens claiming the benefit of a treaty; or the 
right of Congress to repeal a treaty by re 
legisiation without reasons, might be questioned. 
But this was a judicial act of an independent 
sovercign Power, containing the reasons for the 
decision, which reasons all acknowledged to be 
perfectly true. And when gentlemen were so 
general in their derial of the power of Congress 
on this subject as to include the act in quesuon, 
he scarcely knew how to treat such a position. 
What an extraordinary position we should be 
placed in! Having treaties of peace and com- 
merce with all the world, avy nation with whom 


we had made treatics might violate them at pleas- 


ure, drive our commerce from the ocean, and 
even bring war to the Capitol, and the United 
States could not move against the offender with- 
out breaking the faith of treaties! This would 


be a new principle to introduce into the law of | 


nations. 


From the time of Grotius up to the present | 


time, it had, he thought, been acknowledged a 


universal principle of national law, that in cases | 


of compact between independent nations, there 
being no common judge, each party had the right 
to judge for ttsclf, ‘*as well of the infraction as 
of the mode and measure of redress.’’ This prin- 
ciple had been much quoted of late to sustain the 
rights of the States of the Union, to judge of an 
infraction of the Constitution. He never could 
see the application of this principle to the rights 
of the States in their relation to the Federal Gov- 
ernment; but when applied to the United States 
and France, two nations entirely independent in 
all their exterior relations, the principle was 

lain, and the application easy. Mr. K. said he 
had hastily turned to one authority on national 
law, which he believed spoke the sentiments of 
all elementary writers on the subject. 

Mr. K. then read from Vattel, book 1), ch. 
13, page 213. 

** Treaties contain promises that are perfect 
‘and reciprocal. If one of the parties-tails in 
‘his engagements, the other may compel him to 
‘fulfill them. <A perfect promise confers a right 
‘todo so. Butif the latter has no other expe- 
‘dient but that of arms to force his ally to the 
* performance of his pramises, he will sometimes 
‘find it more eligible to cancel the promises on 
‘his own side also, and dissolve the treaty. He 
‘has undoubtedly a right to do this, since his 
* promises were made only on condition that the 
‘ally should cn his part execute everything which 
*he had engaged to perform. The party, there- 
«fore, who ts offended or impaired in those par- 
‘ticulars which constitute the basis of the treaty, 
«ia at liberty to chose the alternative of either 


! 





| 
| 


/ance of which the treaty is wholly canceled.”’ 
K. 


| that the United States possess the same rights on 


| to the Senate as an original question, whether 
| France had not, by her violation of the treaty, 
| justified its nullification by us? The author just 
quoted, (said Mr. K.,) on another page, cites || 
| Grotius to prove that ‘every article of a treaty 





‘ violation of it. On such an occasion, prudence 
‘and wise policy will point out the line of con- | 
ursued.’’ 
It cannot be necessary (said Mr. K.) to insist 
this subject with other independent nations; and 
he presumed it would not be denied that the rea- 
sons set forth in the act for dissolving the treaty 
are perfectly true, and constitute a legal justifica- 
tion of the measure. It might safely be submitted 


carries with it a condition, by the non-perform- 





I ask Senators, then, (said Mr. ») whether 
France did not first violate the treaty? That she 


| did so, is the very first position established by 
'them. And here the advocates of the bill found 


| States were not responsible for it. Mr. K. would 
| not dwell longer on this branch of the subject. 


| in question. 


| can negotiators offered for them eight millions of 


' almost equivalent to the promissory note of the 


| stipulations to France, and therefore could have 


‘already remarked that these offers in negotiation 


themselves in this strange predicament: that 
their first position to establish a claim against 
France, proved at the same time that the United 


He considered the treaty clearly canceled, as well 
by the acts of France, as by its nullification by | 
the United States for sufficient causes. He there- 
fore concluded that, on the 30th of September, 
1800, the United States were not bound by treaty 


received no consideration for the release of the claims 


But it is said the treaty stipulations were valu- 
able at the date referred to, because the Ameri- 


francs; and one would be led to think, (said Mr. 
K.,) from the confidence with which gentlemen 
refer to this offer, that they had something 
Government for at least this amount. He had 
determined nothing unless reduced to treaty and 
ratified. But when we examined this * offer,’ | 
what kind of an offer was it? It was an offer 
which, if accepted by the French Government, 
would have brought them cight or nine millions | 
ofdollars indebt! Itis said we offered five mil- 
lions of francs for a release from the stipulations | 
of the eleventh article of the treaty of 1778, which 





guarantied to France her West India Islands; | 


| 
| 





«compelling a faithless ally to fulfill his engage- | 


| opinion of our Cabinetat that time, that the guar- || 
'antee in the eleventh article only extended toa 


ito renew the mutual guarantee, but at the same 
| time to settle its construction and its value. 


‘have paid three millions, for those privileges 


and three millions for the privilege of her priva- | 
teers secured by the seventeenth article. The | 
better to understand the value of this offer, (said 
Mr. K.,) let us look to the instructions which 
preceded it, and with an evident reference to 
which it was made. These instructions say: 
**On the part of the United States, instead of 
‘troops or ships of war, it would b: convenient 
‘to stipulate for a moderate sum of money, or 
‘ quantity of provisions at the option of France. 
‘lhe provisions to be delivered at our ports in 
‘any future defensive war,’’ &e. It was the 


cindnemncenaramrateinsmncenipsuasananenscscemnsceamnegeil 


defensive war; and no treaty renewing it on any 
other than this construction would have been rati- 
fied by the United States. This offer, then, was 


For the 
privileges under the seventeenth article we should 
were needed by us in our commercial relations 
with England. Butthe five millions were contin- 
gent upon a future defensive war. This part of the 
arrangement was as valuable to one party as the. 
other;and in fact the contingency had not yet hap- 
pened which would have justified the claim. So | 
then we see this valuable offer (said Mr. K.) was 
an offer of three mifffons of francs certain, and 
five millions contingent, that we might receive 


| fifty millions certain, by way of indemnities. 


/} such terms. 


'the policy of nations. 


Well might we propose to renew the treaties on | 
It was not very surprising that | 
France did not accept the generous offer. 
Mr. K. said it only remained to inquire whether | 
there was any just cause of complaint against the | 
Government, because the attitude it assumed to- | 
wards France may have released these claims. | 
To admit this would allow individuals to control | 
If these claims were | 

so released, it was only one of those individual | 


SE 
sacrifices constantly made to State policy, in the 
necessary operations of Government. “We had 
done everything that could be reasonably required 
to secure theirclaims. We had spent large sums 
in missions and negotiations before we resorted 
to hostile measures, which were of course attended 
with heavy expense. Perhaps, (said Mr. K.,) 
if we were to enter into a strictaccount with these 
claimants we have spent more money in pursuit 
of their claims than the amount at which the 


| are estimated, without computing the blood of our 


citizens which may be estimated beyond millions 
of treasure. It is for this, among other reasons 

| (said Mr. K.,) that war always relinquishes the 
claims for which it is declared. The blood of a 
single citizen satisfies millions of debt. 

The attitude which the United States assumed 
then was necessary to the permanent policy and 
honor of the country; and all private interests 
must yield to it. In fact, (said Mr. K.,) it has 
been clearly shown by the Senator from New 
Hampshire, [Mr. Hi1uz,] that their claims, under 
no circumstances, would ever have been worth 
one cent. It would be recollected that we did get 
the promise, in the treaty of 1800, of indemnity 
for all prizes not definitively condemned. Did 
| Bonaparte pay these claims, for which we held 
his bond in the treaty? Not at all,sir. Net a 
dollar of them would he pay to us; and we never 
should have gota dollar from him, even for these 
acknowledged indemnities, had not Louisiana been 
forced as it were to auction, to prevent it from 
falling into the hands of the English. And not 
even then, sir, if we had not been cheated out of 
the amount by French diplomacy, by which it 
was gratuitously paid by ourselves, and ten mil- 
| lions besides. Bonaparte told his Minister to 
| take fifty millions of francs. He obtained eighty, 
with the stipulation that twenty millions were 
to be deducted to satisfy indemnities under the 
treaty of 1800. Bonaparte was delighted at the 
bargain; but mark what he said to Marbois, his 
agent, when the treaty was reported to him: “I 
would that these twenty miilions be paid into the 











'| Treasury. Who authorized you to part with the 


| money of the State?”? He was reminded that he 
| still would get ten millions more than he asked, 
besides satisfying the Americans. ‘ Ah, ‘tis 
| true,’”’ said he; ‘* the treaty does not leave one 
/anything to desire. Sixty milliogs for an occy- 
| pation that would not, perhaps, last a day,’’ &c. 
| Is it likely, then, (inquired Mr. K.,) that when 
| he had uniformly refused to satisfy what he had 
| solemfy promised to pay ‘‘ for captures not defini- 
tively sidlamned,"” that he would have paid for 
captures every one of which had been condemned, 
and for which any treaty stipulation had been 
refused? Sir, (said Mr. K.,) the claims were 
not worth a mill in the dollar at any time. Bona- 
parte pay such claims! No, sir. He, with his 
drum-headed justice, and gunpowder administra- 
tion, robbed everybody and paid nobody. If 
these views be just, (said Mr. K.,) however the 
claims may have been released, the claimants lost 
_ nothing; for France never would have paid any- 
thing for these claims, every one of which had 
received the condemnation of her tribunals in 
some form or other, whether rightly or not. In 
the late treaty we had to exclude all cases con- 
demned, however just our complaints of the pro- 
eecedings under which the condemnations were 
made, 

Mr. K. concluded, then, that France owed no 
part of these claims on the 30th September, 1800, 
which she ever would have paid, or that in strict- 
ness could be insisted on. 

That the United States, on the same date, were 
under no treaty stipulations to France, a release 
| from which would afford a consideration for the 
| claims. Claims and treaties, he said, had been 
extinguished, and no act had ever been done by 
| the treaty-making power in this country to revive 
| them. These views he thought an entire answer 
to the claims. 

As to the nature of these claims (said Mr. K.) 
| which had been already referred to, he must say, 
| they were not such as appealed strongly to our 
sympathies. There were few, it was said, inthe 
| hands of the original losers, and they were mostly 


| 





in the hands of insurance companies and under- 
writers. These (said Mr. K.) are the weakest 
of all possible claims. It was known that in those 
| days, profits were enormous, and increased by 
the risk, which was known te be great, and the 

















risk and profit regulated the premiums, which 
were also excessively high. If, then, the loss 
should be returned, the insurer was enriched by 
high premiums, whilst he had the loss returned to 
him. This, he thought, a tolerably fair business 
forinsurers. Weare told, to be sure, of ‘‘ widows 
and orphans”’ who await the tardy justice of Gov- 
ernment. He thought it likely there might be 
some, and some very rich ones, too. The widows 
and orphans of the original losers, however, he 
expected were few in number, and only thrust 
orward in the foreground of the picture, whilst 
rich insurers, underwriters, and speculators, in 
greater numbers, lay back, concealed in its more 
remote and deepening shades. : 4 

Mr. K. said he had been unable to bring his 
mind to the support of this bill. It was but right, 
however, that fe should confess, in conclusion, 
(although he could not say he was prejudiced) he 
had a powerful weight o aes evidence 
to get rid of, before he could look into details to 
get at the original merits of the claim. He said 
it might be safely assumed that no Government 
in the world was more just to the claims of its 
citizens than that of the United States, and if-at 
any time a claim was not allowed when pressed 
upon it, the refusal was a strong circumstance 
against it. This claim had been before Congress 
for thirty-four years, and had not yet got through 
both Houses of Congress. And during a portion 
of that period it was known that we were not 
looking out for ways and means to defray the 
expenses of Government, but actually lookin 
out for ways and means to absorb an apprehende 
surplus. I would say, then, (said Mr. K.,) that 
if this claim was refused by Government from 
1800 to 1524, it might reasonably be put down 
as doubtful. If from 1824 to 1832, we might put 
it down as very doubtful; and if it passed through 
the generous year of 1832, without being allowed, 
we might with much reason venture to consider 
it desperate and unworthy the attention of any 
tribunal or Government. He had not, however, 
depended entirely upon these strong circumstances 
against the claims, but had listened attentively to 
the speeches for and against them, and had revived 
his recollection of the most material historical 
facts upon which they rested, and his first un- 
favorable impressions were fully confirmed, and 
he should vote against the bill. ‘Though he fully 
concurred in thé sentiments of the Senator from 
South Carolina, that if, notwithstanding the age 
and amount of the claims, they were really just, 
and the honor of the Government were involved 
in withholding them, the appropriation should be 
made, if it took the last dollar in the Treasury, 
and forced us even to make new contributions to 
satisfy -it. 

When Mr. K. concluded, 

Mr. BIBB rose and said, that he was desirous 
of giving his views on this question, but he was 
— ared to do so now. 

Mr. B. then yielded to a motion to adjourn, 
which was submitted by Mr. Kina, of Alabama, 

Mr. WEBSTER was opposed to the adjourn- 
ment, unless the honorable member from Ken- 
tucky desired it. 

Mr. BIBB said he ceflainly did. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, January 8, 1835. 

Petitions and memorials were presented, on 
leave, . ' 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina; 

Mr. GORHAM, of Massachusetts; 

Mr. BEATY, of Kentucky; 

(Mr. Beaty presented the petition of James 
Smith, of Cumberland county, Kentucky, pray- 


ing Congress togrant him a section of land; which | 


was referred to the Committee on Pubiic Lands. ] 

Mr. WARDWELL, of New York; 

Messrs. KINNARD, LANE, and EWING, 
of Indiana; 

(Mr. Kinnarp presented the application of John 
Griffith, to be placed on the svebaloma> pension 
roll; which was referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions. 

Mr. K. also 


ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.] 
Mr. BOULDIN, of Virginia; 
Mr. LYON, of Michigan, 


FR presented additional documents || 
in Support of the petition of James Calvin. Re- || which, under the rule, lies on the ta 


Mr. FORESTER, of Tennessee; 
[Mr. Forester presented the petition of James 
| Francher for a pension. } 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


j 
| 


Mr. KINNARD, from the Committee on Rev- || 


claimant himself, or to his heirs, executors, ad- 


| ministrators, or his or their attorney or attorneys 


olutionary Claims, made an unfavorable report 
on the petition of the heirs of Bernard Lipscomb, | 
heir-at-law of Captain Reuben Lipscomb. 


Mr. HARDIN, from the committee on the Ju- || 
diciary , reported a bill to alter the times and places || Se aaey ay oe 


for holding the circuit and district courts of the 
United States for the district of Kentucky; which 
was read twice and committed. 

Mr. FORESTER, from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of | 
Joshua Columber; which was read twice, and 
committed. 

RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 


The following resolutions, heretofore offered, 
were, by consent, considered agd agreed to: 

By Mr. EVERETT, of Massachusetts: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to communicate to this House a copy of the re- 
port of the board of engineers of the 13th March, 


1834, relative to the repairs of Fort Independ- | 


ence, in Boston harbor, together with his opinion 
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_ at the Treasury Department of 
tates, under any act or acts of Con- 
g for the payment of such claims; 

all be specially stated the amount 


paid, and by what authority; whether paid to the 


in fact, with the names of the heirs, executors, 
administrators, attorney or attorneys in fact, as 


Mr. BYNUM offered the following resolution; 
which, under the rules, lies on the table one day: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of State be re- 
quested to inform this House whether the com- 
missioners or surveyors have been appointed, on 
et of the Government, to lay off and run 
the boundary lines between the Government of 
| the United States and the Republic of Mexico, 
than those appointed under the act of 1819, by 
the stipulations made and entered into with the 
Government of Spain. 








of the expediency of executing the repairs pro- 
posed in the said report. 


By Mr. BEATY: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be re- 
quested to report to this House whether the whole 
amount or what part of the $30,000 appropriated 
at the last session of Congress for the continua- 
tion of the improvement of the navigation of the 
Cumberland river, has been applied to that object, 
and whether its application was made under the 
direction of the said Secretary or the President 
of the United States, and whether the whole 
amount, or what part of said $30,000 was directed 
to be laid out upon said river below Nashville, 
and if any part of said sum be left, will it be laid 
out in continuation of the improvement of the 
river above Nashville; if not, the reasons for 
withholding it. 

By Mr. EWING: 

Resolved, That the President of the United 
States be requested to transmit, or cause to be 
transmitted, to this House, copies of every cir- 
cular letter of instruction, emanating from the 
Treasury or War Department, since the 30th day 
of June last, and addressed to either of the re- 
ceiving or disbursing officers stationed in States 
wherein land offices are established, or public 
works are constructing, under the authority of 
Congress. . 


On motion of Mr. MERCER, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee for the District 


of Columbia be instructed to inquire into the | 


expediency of extending the jurisdiction of the 


Corporation of Washington to the police of the | 


bridge now constructing across the river Potomac; 
and that the said committee be also instructed to 
inquire into the expedien 
some practicable mode of 


Columbia. 


On motion of Mr. STEWART, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
| Means be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of increasing the annual a Rr 

the improvement of the Ohio an 

be expended between Brownsville and the falls 


cy of devising by law | 
disposing of unappro- || 
priated or ungranted lands within the District of | 


opriation for || 
ississippi, to | 


On motion of Mr. TAYLOR, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
| Pensions be instructed to inquire into the expe- 
diency of granting a pension to Joel Marshall, a 
soldier of the Revolution. 
On motion of Mr. ALLEN, of Virginia, it wan 
Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of author- 
izing the judge of the western district of Virginia 
to prescribe by a rule of court the times of hold- 


ing the several courts now directed by law to be 
held in said district. 


‘ On motion of Mr. PARKER, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
making an appropriation for securing Flat Beach, 
on Tucker’s Island, at Ege Harbor, in the State 
of New Jersey, from further injury by inunda- 
tions or otherwise, according to an estimate and 
a made by Captain Hartman Bache, as re- 
ported to the War Department 6th March, 1830. 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 
it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of granting to the State of Louisiana a tract 
of land on each side of the route designated for 
a canal from Lake Barataria to Berwick’s Bay, 
in said State, to aid the company organized for 
the purpose of executing the work, in effecting 
the object. 


WASHINGTON’S PAPERS. 


Mr. EVERETT, of Massachusetts, on leave, 
introduced a joint resolution, authorizing Jared 
| Sparks to retain for the present the papers and 
| correspondence of General Washington, now in 
his possession, and to authorize the Secretary 
of State to pay to George C. Washington the 
remainder of the purchase money due him by 
the Government for the papers and documents 
referred to; which was read twice, and ordered to 
be engrossed. 


RECONSIDERATION. 


Mr. TAYLOR, of New York, moved to re- 
consider the vote of yesterday, whereby the 
House refused to consider the following resolu- 
tion, submitted by Mr. Hamer: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
amending the Constitution of the United States 








of the Ohio, at Louisville. 
RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. LYON, of Michigan, offered the following 


resolution, which lies over one day: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be re- 


of the probable expense of prosecuting and com- 
pleting, with great accuracy, the astronomical 
observations contemplated by the act of Congress 
| of the 14th July, 1832, entitled an act for taking 


| 





of Ohio. 
Mr. FULTON offered the followin 


3 
| 
\ 


of certain observations preparatory to the adjust- 
ment of the northern boundary line of the State 


resolution; | 
le one day: || had been unable to hear any argument for ten 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury || years past, though he was one who could be 
be requested, as soon as practicable, to present || greatly profit 
to this House a list of all commutation and half- |! 


| so as to limit the service of the judges of the Su- 
| preme and inferior courts to a term of years. 
Mr. HARDIN said he was not in favor of limit- 
ing the tenure by which judges of the Supreme 
Court held their offices to any numbers of years, 
| but he was in favor of making such an alteration 








quested to furnish this House with an estimate || in the Constitution as at the age of something 


like seventy, or sixty-five, or seventy-five years 
they might be compelled to quit the bench. He 
had ne desire to make any particular reference to 
any of the judges now presiding in the Supreme 
Court; but it was a fact well known, that two, at 
least, of those gentlemen were how between eighty 
and ninety years of age—perhaps nearer the last 
number—and one of them, he verily believed, 


| 





| 
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KER 


The SPEA reminded the gentleman from 











een: 





ure 


4 ; 
nen ee er oa 


bl 


a 
Poe oa 





€ 
’ 


te te EW. 


s 


i per etgpet Ht 


132 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


January 8, 








Kentucky that the question 
reconsideration, it was not debatable. 

Mr. HARDIN remarked that he had said all 
that he desired to say on the subject. 

Mr. MERCER hoped to be permitted to cor- 
rect the gentleman in one particular. There was 
but one of the judges to whom he had made ref- 


/ 
t} 


i 
i 


nding being one of || 





CLERKS IN STATE DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter | 


| unfinished, and now and then in the summer or 


from the Secretary of State, covering a list of the 


| clerks in his Department, and the salaries paid to 
| each; which was laid on the table, and ordered | 


erence who was over eighty years of age, and he | 


was barely beyond that age. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, demand- 


; i} 
ed the yeas and nays; which were ordered, and | 


were as follows: 


YEAS— Messrs. John Adams, John J. Allen, 


William Allen, Beale, Bean, Beaty, Beaumont, | 


Boon, Brown, Bull, Bunch, Burns, Bynum, Cam- 
breleng, Campbell, Carmichael, Carr, Casey, 
Chilton, Sanuel Clark, Clay, Cramer, 
Dickerson, Dunlap, Ferris, Forester, Foster, 
Fowler, Galbraith, Gamble, Gillet, Grayson, 


Griffin, Joseph Hail, ‘Thomas H. Hall, Halsey, 


Day, | 


Hamer, Hardin, Harrison, Hathaway, Hender- | 


son, Howell, Hubbard, Inge, Jarvis, Richard | 


M. Johnson, Noadiah Johnson, Benjamin Jones, 
Kavanagh, Kilgore, Kinnard, Lane, Lansing, 
Luke Lea, Thomas Lee, Lewis, Love, Lyte, 
Abijah Manv, Joel K. Mann, Mardis, Moses 
Mason, May, McCarty, McIntire, ae 
MecKiniey, McVean, Miller, Robert Mitchell, 
Morgan, Muhienburg, Osgood, Parks, Patterson, 
Peyton, Franklin Pierce, Pierson, Plummer, 
Polk, Reacher, Reynolds, Shinn, Smith, Stande- 
fer, William Taylor, Francis Thomas, Thomson, 
Turner, Turvill, Vanderpoel, Van Houaton, 


Wagner, Wardwell, Webster, Whallon, Wise, | 


and Young—97. 


NAYS—Messrs. John Q@. Adams, Heman Al- j 


len, Chilton Allan, Banks, Barber, Barnitz, Bar- 
ringer, Bates, Baylies, Bouldin, Briggs, Burges, 
Cage, Chambers, Chinn, Clayton, Coffee, Cor- 
win, Coulter, Crane, Crockett, Amos Davis, 
Davenport, Deberry, Denny, Evans, Edward 
Everett, Ewing, Felder, Fillmore, Philo C. 
Fuller, William K. Fuller, Garland, Gilmer, 
Gordon, Gorham, Graham, Grennell, James 
Harper, Hazeltine, Heath, Heister, William 
Jackson, Ebenezer Jackson, Janes, William 
Cost Johnson, Henry Johnson, Laporte, Lay, 
Lincoln, Loyall, Manning, Martindale, Mar- 
shall, McComas, McKennan, Mercer, Milligan, 
Miner, Parker, Patton, Phillips, Pickens, Pinck- 
ney, Pope, Potts, Ramsay, Reed, Robertson, 


Schenck, Schley, William B. Shepard, Augus- | 


tine H. Shepperd, Slade, Sloane, Spangler, 
Steele, William P. Taylor, Philemon Thomas, 
Tompkins, Trumbull, ‘Tweedy, Vance, Vinton, 


Watmoagh, Wayne, White, Frederick Whittle- | 


sey, Wiide, and Williams—92. 
So the House reversed their vote of yesterday, 
and determined to consider the resolution. 


ment to the resolution. 


Mr. A. H. SHEPPERD rose toa question of | 


order. Hie supposed that the vote which had 
just been taken, placed the subject in the same 


terday was taken; the question then pending being 


that of consideration, it was not competent to | 


move an amendment to the resolution until the 
House should first decide in favor of its consid- 
eration. 

The CHAIR decided that the vote which had 
been just taken was tantamount to a decision 


that the House would consider the resolution, &c. | 


After some conversation upon the question of 
order between the CHAIR, and Messrs. A. H. 
SHEPPERD, MERCER, and BRIGGS, the 
decision of the Chair was acquiesced in. 

Mr. HARDIN moved to amend the resolution 
by directing the committee to inquire at what age 


to serve on the bench. 


Mr. HAMER accepted the amendment as a | 


modification of his motion. 


Mr. VANCE moved to amend the resolution | 


by directing the committee to inquire into the 
propriety of so amending the Constitution as to 
prohibit the President of the United States from 
making removals from office unless by the con- 
sent of the Senate. 


-The hour allotted to morning business having 


proceeded to the consideration of the orders of 


table. 


| between Georgetown and Alexandria, particularly 


| the most natural channel of communication be- 


| its passage; 


| Congress was asked by the bill to subscribe | 


| $80,000, making in all $230,000, all of which was 


‘land, to pay the interest on which required a tax | 


work. 
| rent that it would devolve on Congress alone, if 
| they should deem it expedient, to finish this work. 
|| One question, then, was, would the $100,000 pro- 


| itis finished? 


| million. 


1 / estimates which had been made on this subject. 
position in which it was before the vote of yes- || 


| the villages in t 


| gent gentleman from Alexandria, and from the 
Mr. HARDIN desired to propose an amend- 1 


to be printed. 


STATE BOUNDARIES. ] 


A bill from the Senate to settle and establish | 
the northern boundary line of the States of Ohio, 
Indiana, and Illinois, was read twice, and, on 
motion of Mr. At.en, of Ohio, committed to a 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 
The following bills from the Senate were read | 
twice and committed: } ot 
A bill to provide for the enlistment of boys in | 
} 


_ select committee of seven members. | 


the Navy; 

A bill to change the titles of certain officers of | 
the Navy; 

A bill for the relief of J. and W. Beeson, and | 
others; oe 

A bill to improve the navigation of the Wabash 
river; and 

A bill for the benefit of Boyd Reilly. 

RELIEF OF ALEXANDRIA. 

The bill for the relief of the city of Alexandria, 
District of Columbia, was read a third time. 

Mr. MARDIS demanded the yeas and nays on 
which were came. 

Mr. HARDIN had seen no report of the esti- | 
mated cost of the canal, in the stock of which | 


| 


$100,000. The United States had heretofore 
given $100,000 for the purpose of aiding in open- 
ing this canal between Georgetown and Alexan- 
dria. The corporation of Alexandria had added 
to this sum $50,000, and the citizens of that city, | 





already expended on this canal. Neither the 
corporation nor the citizens of Alexandria, could | 
render further aid in the future progress of this 
work. The city owed a debt of $250,000 in Hol- 


of seventy-five cents upon the hundred dollars 
worth of property, and it was evident, from the 
complete exhaustion of her means, that it would | 
be impossible for Alexandria to prosecute this 





Under these circumstances, it was appa- | 





posed to be subscribed by the bill, complete this 
canal? If not, how was the necessafy sum to be 
raised? Is it expected that Congress will con- 
tinue to vote oe for this object until 

He ‘had conversed with an intelli- | 


data which he had received from him, (and which | 
Mr. H. recapitulated,) he was satisfied that in- 
stead of $100,000 it would take more than one 
There must be some mistake in the | 





At all events, he for one, was unwilling to give 
another $100,000 in aid of this aqueduct and canal 


when the broad and beautiful Potomac afforded 


tween the two cities. - 

It had been said that this work was necessary 
to prevent Alexandria from going down. He 
should regret it. But he did not consider it of 
much importance to the citizens of the United 
States, whether a few merchants in Georgetown | 
and Alexandria should be deprived of the oppor- | 
tunity of realizing a commission on a few barrels | 
of flour. If, however, Alexandria should go 


|| down, it would not be owing to a failure to finish 
it would be proper to declare judges incompetent | 


the contemplated canal. The cause would be ob- 
vious. The commercial advantages of the large 
cities completely overshadowed the prosperity of | 

icie vicinity. You might as well | 
expect corn and tobacco to grow and flourish | 


| under the expanded branches of an vak, as that | 


| hundred and forty thousand dollars to open a | 


expired, the House, on motion of Mr. PARKER, | cfnal in the city of Washington, and he would || ready twice postponed, and he hoped the House 


ask what great advantages bad been derived from || would 


the day, and the bills, &c., upon the Speaker’s | thisimprovement? You might, indeed, occasion- | 


such a city as Alexandria should enjoy great | 


| commercial prosperity while situated inthe imme- | 


diate neighborhood of Baltimore. Congress had | 
appropriated some one hundred and thirty or one | 

















| the river at the 


with a few cords of wood or some stone, to be 
used in walling that part of the work which was 


spring a long-boat, laden with oysters and white 
cat-fish. Of other advantages, he was ignorant. 
Mr. H. thought it highly improper that these ex- 
travagant appropriations of public money should 
be made. He thought that Congress should con- 
fine appropriations to the support of the Army 
and Navy, and the civil list. Ifa general system 
of internal improvements could be adopted, in 
which all sections of the country could partici- 
pate, he might not be found in opposition to it; 
ut he did object to the partial, if not useless ap- 
propriations of millions of dollars for the benefit 
of this District, or for pagans connected with 
the District, and he should also object to other 
partial appropriations, intended to benefit a par- 
ticular section of the Union, while his own State 
received not a solitary cent. There were bills on 
the Clerk’s table for appropriations to an amount 
sufficient to break it down, were it even placed 
upon it in bank notes. 
Mr. CHINN said the gentleman from Ken- 


| tucky [Mr. Harps] would allow him to set him 


right on some points of fact. First, in regard to 
the length of the proposed aqueduct. It was true, 
lace of its location was fifteen 
hundred feet wide; but the abutments reduced 
that width to one thousand feet. The arches, 
too, instead of being, as represented by the gen- 
tleman, eighty-two feet span, were in number 
only eight or nine, and were about one hundred 
feet span. Engineers of great talent and expe- 
rience had pronounced arches of more than one 
hundred feet perfectly safe and practicable. Au- 
thorities, demonstrative of this fact, he had be- 
fore him, for the satisfaction of any gentleman 
who might wish to consult them. Mr. C. said 
that he was aware that estimates were generally 
received with many grains of allowance. They 
were so received by himself. But here we had 
demonstrations before us; for, contrary to the 
position of the gentleman, the most difficult part 
of the work was already accomplished; of which 
any gentleman might convince himself by making 
a visit to the spot. Its practicability had been 
already clearly established, and the work had 


|| thus far been most judiciously and economically 


managed. 

Mr. C. stated many reasons which should in- 
duce the passage of this bill. He would come 
down to a late period. The history of that great 
work, the Chesapeake and Ohio canal, would 
furnish some facts of a strong character, bearing 
upon this matter. That work was one of im- 


| mense importance to the wealth and prosperity 


of the vast extent of country contiguous to it, 
from its commencement to the mouth of the Po- 
tomac. But it seemed that the people of Alex- 
andria were a fated people. The lateral canal 
from Georgetown to Washington had taken from 
them all the benefits they had anticipated from 
that work. Mr. C. was sorry the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Harpu] had found it necessary 
to refer to the enormous appropriations made by 
Congress for the benefit of this District. But, 
since he had done so, he Would ask how much of 
those appropriations had gone for the benefit of 
Alexandria? The entire appropriation of Con- 
gress amounted to $50,000. Alexandria was not 
alone to be benefited by this work. Every man, 
woman, and child in this vast vicinity were con- 
cerned—every man who put bis produce on board 
a boat at the extremity of the canal, was inter- 
ested in the appropriation provided for in the bill. 
The Governmentitself was most deeply interested ; 
and if it were a truism, that that work was most 


| useful which spread the most general good, this 


commanded peculiar attention. 
Mr. C, concluded by appealing to the justice of 


Congress to pass this bill, which he conceived to 


be so plainly due, not only to Alexandria, but to 
themselves. It was a last throe—a final struggle 
to recover her commercial prosperity; and he 
trusted in God she would be successful. With 
her, indeed, it was a matter of life and death! 
Mr. VANDERPOEL moved to postpone the 
further consideration of the bill till Monday next. 
Mr. CHINN hoped not, since it had been al- 


now act upon it. 


Mr. VANDERPOEL said, if his memory 


ally see a solitary boat floating upon this canal, |! served him aright, the same bill had undergone 








1835. 


-considerable discussion towards the close of the 
preceding session. The bill was an important 
one, involving a large appropriation; and though 
he should be glad to gratify the gentleman from 
Virginia, yet, under the circumstances of the 
case, public duty compelled him to press his 
motion. 

The — to postpone was then put, and 
negatived. 

r. MERCER said he had listened to the able, 
lucid, and, to him, convincing argument of his | 
honorable colleague (Mr. Cuinn] with great sat- | 
isfaction. Mr. M. entered into an elaborate | 
statement of facts respecting the Potomac bridge, 
and the relative costs of that and the aqueducts, | 
the former of which would not amount by the 


new plan, to more than $250,000. The city of | 











| 


Alexandria had some claims upon the liberality |! 


of Congress, for she contributed her full quota of 
taxes during the war, and that without repre- 
sentation, contrary to the principle of our govern- | 
ment, and yet had received nothing, or but little, 
inreturn. Alexandria had suffered greatly by the 
cession, and had fallen from her former coufdition. | 
The time was when one twentieth part of the | 
exports of the whole United States was cleared 
from the port of Alexandria alone. The first 
bank established south of the Potomac was there, 
and it was within his recollection that the value 
of that stock was doubled inashorttime. In the 
days of the Father of his Country, the collector- 
ship of that port was one of the best gifts in the 
hands of the General Government, and one of the 
heroes of the Revolution had been rewarded with 
it. Allthis was matter of history, that Mr. M. 
could prove. 








Mr. M. also advocated the appropriation, on 
the ground of the increased facility that would | 
thereby be afforded, whether in peace or war, | 
by the transmission of important dispatches and 
expresses, and said that a delay of two days on 
the river had not unfrequently occurred. This 
also applied to the march of armies, in case of war 
or invasion. With regard to the permanency of 
the work, every assurance was given, grounded 
on the most conclusive testimony and reasoning, 
that if the aqueduct should be constructed on the 
plan proposed, it would be indestructible. This 
was all that was asked for. The town of Alex- 
andria did not ask Congress to complete the 
canal—they had themselves paid every install- 
ment called for, which was more than the other 
cities had done. 

It had been said that the plan was erroneous, 
because it proposed the construction of a canal 
on nearly a parallel line with the river; but if 
similar plans were to be referred to, Young’s Tour 
and the scientific works of the most celebrated 
engineers of Europe, would show that a river, 
from the obstructions it presented, and the con- 
tinual variations of the wind, had been abandoned. 
A reference to the great canal of the Duke of 


Bridgewater in Lancashire in England, would | 


L Would any man believe it | 
possible for a boat to be managed through the | 


testify this fact, 


floods of the Potomac, on a surface of a mile in 
width, in all seasons of the year? It could not. 
Yet this could be done on a canal. To reject this 
bill would be little short of laying an edict upon 
Alexandria, and by whom? ‘By that body from 
whom alone it cogld expect relief. After some 
further remarks, and sundry details on the im- 
portance of the proposed measure, Mr. M. con- 
cluded by urging upon the House not to reject 
the bill. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, alluded to the fact 
of this bill having been before the House at the 
last session, advocated by the same gentleman, 
and on the same principles as now. Mr. M. 
replied at length to the arguments of Mr. Cun. 
The gentleman from Virginia had the happ 
faculty of so illustrating every subject on ~aeh 
he turned his attention, as to render it enchanting; 
but he hoped the House would not be led away. 
The gentleman had urged many beautiful argu- 
ments, but Mr. M. must be excused for saying 
that they were of a character that ought not to 
weigh in matters of the kind now under deliber- 
ation. He had heard the gentleman, as he always 
did, with peculiar pleasure, because he was always 


he was sorry that, on this occasion, he had not || len, John J. 
chosen a subject more worthy of his advocacy. 


It proposed 


What was the nature of this bill? 








| 


| 








THE CON 


| 


that it was within his own knowledge thata large || 
majority were opposed to the measure referred to. 


if this work were completed, two hundred thou- 
sand barrels of flour would pass through the city 
of Georgetown to Alexandria by way of this || diah Johnson, Seaborn Jones, Benjamin Jones, 
canal. But, Mr. M. would ask, what would this || Kavanagh, Kilgore, Lansing, Lay, Luke Lea, 
amountto? Why, the profit onits carriage would || Thomas Lee, Letcher, Lewis, Loyall, Lyon, 
not even pay the persons necessarily employed || 
in taking care of the canal. 


ances, in consequence of bad contracts? The | 
claims for special allowance on contracts, on the | 


substantial reasons why we should be called on 
to legislate on this floor for the benefit of Alex- | 
andria. 


a ure, bec | negative; as fo 
clear, distinct, and lucid in his propositions, and || 


of the Alexandria Canal Company. Now, Mr. 
M. would not for a moment question the principle |, Hiester, William Jackson, Ebenezer Jackson, 
that Congress had exclusive legislation in all || William C. Johnson, Richard M. Johnson, Hen- 
cases whatsoever; but he begged to inquire where || ry Johnson, King, Kinnard, Lane, Laporte, Lin- 
was the power, or upon what authorit 
Congress appropriate money for charita 
poses, for the measure proposed could be desi 
nated as nothing less than one of charity? 
Congress could do so in one case, it could in || Stewart, Francis Thomas, Philemon Thomas, 
another; and the whole revenue of the countr 
might fall under the principle. They had been | 
H told by the honorable chairman of the committee 
{Mr. Cutny] that the legislation of Congress had 
been extremely injurious and detrimental to the | 
city of Alexandria; but surely it was to be pre- | 
sumed that what had been done, had been done | 
by the knowledge and consent of the inhabitants, 
if notat their request, and why should this charge 
be made upon Congress? . 


could || 
e pur- || 


rn | 


it | 


bi 


} | 


| 
| 
Mr. MERCER explained, as we understood, | 


Mr. MANN. The gentleman had stated that 


| 
| 
| 
} 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


He had seen too much of such works to putany || 


turned out to be totally fallactous—he could cite || 


a greater number of cases than the time would || 
allow of. He would ask what assurance we had || Robertson, Schenck, Schley, Shinn, Smith, Stan- 
that the persons who may be em 


a would not 
em extra allow- 


come here and ask you to pay t 
it 
New York canals, amount to more than seven |! 
millions of dollars. He could see no good and 


The expenses that had been paid by the 
United States for criminal courts had been very || 
great. 
Mr. M. said, since he had been here, we had 
given for the District of Columbia something like | 
three millions of dollars. Then, with what justice 
coald it be said that the District had suffered by 
the illiberality of Congress? If this bill could be | 
pares in this House, you might expect that a | 


propriation, not only to pay the interest on the 


debt of the city of Washington, but you would | 


soon be asked to give another million for their | 
support. After some further remarks, Mr. M. | 
concluded by saying that every view he had been 
able to take of the subject convinced him that this 
bill ought not to pass. 

Mr. CHILTON said he inclined to the opinion 
that this bill ought not to pass. He had no scru- | 
ples as to the constitutional power of Congress | 
to make appropriations for enproving the country | 
where they were necessary, but this he thought | 
would be a useless waste of the public money. 
Here was one of the finest streams in the world, 
running almost straight from Georgetown to 
Alexandria, possessing all the advantages for 
navigation that could be desired, and we were 
called on to construct a canal alongside of it! 


Could any man acquit himself to his constitu- || 


ents, or to his own conscience, if he should vote | 
to make a canal parallel with this beautiful stream? | 





Besides, there were works which had claims a || 


hundred times as strong on the Government, the 
funds to complete which were insufficient; and if 
they passed the bill now under consideration, | 
with what justice could they reject the others? | 
Nor did the present work present any probable | 
advantages which could authorize the appropri- | 
ation. 

After some further observations, Mr. C. ds. | 
clared his determination to vote against the biil, 
and he trusted it would be rejected. 

The question on the passage of the bill was | 
then taken by = and nays; and decided in the | 
ows: 

EAS—Messrs. John Q. Adams, Heman Al- | 
Allen, Anthony, Archer, Banks, 
Bates, Baylies, Beale, Binney, Briggs, Bull, | 


Cage, Chambers, Chinn, William Clark, Corwin, | 
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| Hardin, Joseph M. _— 
t 


| 


ill would follow in a very short time for an ap- || 


i} 
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that Congress should subscribe for one thousand | Coulter, Crane, Darlington, Denny, Evans, Ed- 
shares, at a hundred dollars per share, in the stock | ward Everett, Ewing, Galbraith, Garland, Ghol- 





son, Gorham, Grennell, Hiland Hall, Hard, 


coln, Love, Lucas, Martindale, McKennan, Me- 
Kinley, Mercer, Milligan, Miner, Patton, Dutee 
J. Pearce, Phillips, Pope, Potts, Ramsay, Reed, 
Rencher, William B. Shepard, Sloane, Spangler, 


Trumbull, Vance, Vinton, Watmough, Wayne, 
Frederick Whittlesey, Wise, and Young—72. 
NAYS—Messrs. John Adams, Chilton Allan, 
William Allen, Bean, Beaumont, Blair, pock gy 
Boon, Bouldin, Brown, Bunch, Burns, Bynum, 
Cambreleng, Carr, Casey, Chaney, Chilton, Clai- 
borne, Samuel Clark, Clay, Clowney, Coffee, 
Cramer, Amos Davis, Davenport, Day, Deberry, 
Dickson, Dickerson, Dickinson, Dunlap, Felder, 
Ferris, Forester, Foster, Fowler, Philo C. Ful- 
ler, William K. Fuller, Fulton, Gamble, Gillet, 
Gilmer, Gordon, Graham, Grayson, Griffin, 
Joseph Hall, Thomas H. Hall, Halsey, Hamer, 
er, James Harper, Har- 
rison, Hathaway, Hazeltine, Heath, Henderson, 
Howell, Huntington, Inge, Janes, Jarvis, Noa- 


Lytle, Abijah Mann, Joel K. Mann, Manning, 
Marshall, Mardis, Moses Mason, May, McCar- 
ty, McIntire, McKay, McLene, McVean, Rob- 


confidence in the reports of engineers. They had || ert Mitchell, Moore, Morgan, Muhlenberg, Mur- 


pry: Parks, Parker, Patterson, Peyton, Franklin 
~ 


ierce, Pierson, Pinckney, Polk, Reynolds, 


defer, Steele, William P. Taylor, Thomson, 
Turner, Tweedy, Vanderpoel, Van Houten, 
Wagener, Wardwell, Webster, Whallon, White, 
and Williams—123. 

The House then adjourned, 


IN SENATE. 
Farivar, January 9, 1835. 


Mr. EWING presented a peti¥on, praying a 


| grant of land to the college at Columbus, Ohio. 


Mr. GRUNDY, by direction of the Post Office 
Committee, moved that the committee have leave 
to sitduring the sessions of the Senate; which was 

| agreed to, 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SILSBEE, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which was referred the bill for the 
relief of Samuel S. Lord and others, reported the 
| game without amendment. 
| Mr. S., from the same committee, reported a 
| bill for the relief of Christopher C. Bailey. 

Mr. POINDEXTER, from the Committee on 
| Public Lands, reported a bill supplementary to 
the act authorizing the State of Louisiana to enter 
the back lands. 

Also, a bill for the relief of Wilkinson Goodwin 
without amendment, but with an expression of 
opinion by the committee against its passage. 

Also, a bill for the relief of Nathaniel Tyler, 
without amendment. 
| Also, against the petition of the trustees of the 
| Willoughby University, of Lake Erie, for a do- 


|| nation of land; and the committee were discharged 
|| from the further consideration of the same. 


Also, against the petition of the trustees of the 

public school of the parish of Carroll, in Louisi- 
| ana, for a donation of land. 
Mr. BLACK, from the Committee on Private 
| Land Claims, to which was referred the bill for 
| the relief of Wyatt Singleton and James An- 
| drews, reported the same without amendment. 

Mr. WAGGAMAN, pursuant to notice, and 
on leave given, introduced a bill to give effect to 
the eighteenth article of the treaty with Spain; 
which was read twice and referred. 

NOTICE OF A BILL. 

Mr. TYLER gave notice, that on Monday 
next he would ask leave to introduce a bill to 
provide a system of laws for the District of Co- 
umbia. 

RESOLUTION SUBMITTED. 

Mr. BENTON submitted the following reso- 
| lution: 

i Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be 
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instructed to obtain from the Bank of the United || 


States a copy of all instructions, if any, to the 
branch banks, directing them to collect and remit 
Spanish milled dollars to the mother bank; the 
number of such dollars annually remitted; the 
rates at which they sold at different periods, say 
at or about the beginning of each quarter of the 
year; whether the Bank of the United States has 


sold such dollars to the United States, and if so, | 


how many, and at what rates; how many it has 
sold to others, or exported to foreign countries; 
also, a statement of the amount of gold coin, of 
the amount of silver coin, and the amount of bul- 
lion remitted to the mother bank, or elsewhere, 
by her order, annually since the Ist day of April, 
139, also, a statement showing the amount of 
silver coin and of gold coin remitted by the 
mother bank to each branch since that day; also, 
the amount of geld coin and the amount of silver 
coin annually sold or annually exported by the 
bank since the said Ist day of April; also, a 
statement of the amount of gold received from 
the United States Mint since the Ist day of Au- 
gust last; and a statement of the whole amount 
of gold on hand in the bank and its branches, 
for each month from April 1, 1832, to the present 
time. 
BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills were read the third time 
and passed: 

A bill for the relief of Henry B. Tyler, exec- 
utor of Colonel Richard Smith, deceased; 

A bill for the relief of McKean Buchanan; and 

A bill for the relief of the administrators of 
Michael Hogan, deceased. 


LIEUTENANT ARCHIBALD S. CAMPBELL. 


The bill for the relief of Lieutenant Archibald 
8S. Campbell was called up for consideration, and 
on motion of Mr. Tatumanpeer, laid on the table. 


LOAMI BALDWIN. 


The bill for the relief of Loami Baldwin was 
taken up for consideration. 

[The object of this bill was to make compensa- 
tion to Mr. Baldwin for services rendered during 
the administration of Mr. Adams, as a civil en- 
gineer, in the construction of two dry-docks at 
Charleston, South Carolina. ] 


Mr. HILL moved to lay the bill on the table; | 


which was not agreed to. 

Mr. HILL and Mr. BENTON then opposed 
the bill, on the ground that Mr. Baldwin was an 
engineer in the employment of the Government, 
at an annual salary of $4,000; that this allowance 
would be double pay for services rendered by a 
salaried officer; that the claim had been disallow 
by the Secretary, and afterwards by the Auditor; 


and thatif a contract had been made with Mr. || 


Jaldwin for this service, it was no doubtin writ- 
ing, and ought to be shown. 

Some further remarks were made by Messrs. 
SOUTHARD, FRELINGHUYSEN, CAL- 
HOUN, POINDEXTER, and CLAYTON, in 
favor of the bill. 


The question being on the engrossment of the | 


bill for a third reading, 

Mr. HILL demanded the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered; but before the question was taken, 

Mr. BENTON renewed the motion to lay the 
bill on the table, with a view to make some fur- 
ther examination into it. 

The motion was then agreed to. 

FRENCH SPOLIATION BILL. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill making compensation for French spoliations 
prior to 15U0. 

Mr. BENTON then spoke at length in oppo- 
sition to the bill. When he concluded, 

Mr. WEBSTER rose, and said thatif no other 


gentleman intended to address the Senate on this |! 


subject, he proposed to answer the objections 
which had been urged against the bill, so far as 
the Senate would indulge him, either to-day, 
to-morrow, or on Monday. 

[Some gentlemen suggested Monday. ] 

Mr. W. said, as it seemed to be the wish of 
genutemen that he should -defer his remarks till 
Monday, he would move that when the Senate 
adjourns it will adjourn to meet on Monday next. 


The motion being received by unanimous con- |) 


sent, was agreed to. 


od | 
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| EXECUTIVE SESSION. | the bill to provide for certain revolutionary claims; 
| Onmotion of Mr. CLAYTON, the Senate then |, Which, together with the original bill, Mr. M. 
| proceeded to the consideration of executive busi- iF moved to commit to a Committee of the Whole 
ness; and, when the doors were opened, the | 0" the state of the Union, and that the same be 
Senate adjourned till Monday. e|, made the special order for Friday, thé 30th of 











| January. 
| After some remarkson the propriety of making 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. | the bill a special order, by Messrs. WARD. 
| Friar, January 9, 1835. || WELL, MARSHALL, MILLER, and LANE, 


| Petiti d , || the 29th was substituted for the 30th of January, 

seman EWING Todo enna | amd. moun are a ews 8 naye 

| HEATY of Maryland ’ ’ *|| Messrs. MUHLENBERG, DAVIS of Ken- 

| Mr. CASEY asked leave to introduce the || MZ BON: LEA of Tennessee, GRAHAM, 
» UA f Pe uce the || and GRENNELL, made (from various standing 


| report of the engineer appointed by the commis- || : ian set 
es | committees) unfavorable reports upon petitio 
sioners of the fund appropriated by the States of || ) : F ae 1% 


“opi ; | &c., which had been referred to them. 
| Illinois and Indiana, for the improvement of the Mr. KINNARD moved to discharge the Com- 
| navigation of the Wabash river. : . 


., :, || mittee on Revolutionary Claims from the further 

On leave being granted, Mr. CASEY said, it || consideration of the pitition of Robert Allison, 

would be recollected by the House that on yess |/ and to refer the same to the Committee on Private 
terday the bill which had passed the Senate, 


coe : | Land Claims; which was agreed to. 
making an appropriation for the improvement of ae. + 
the navigation of the Wabash river, was referred || eee e OF ati. 
to the Committee on Roads and Canals. By the |! Mr. MERCER gave notice that he would, on 
last mail from the West, through the politeness Tuesday next, move to take up the bill author- 
of a friend, he had received the report of the izing a further subscription to the stock of the 
engineer appointed by the commissioners of the || Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Company. 
fund appropriated by the States of Illinois and Mr. CONNOR gave notice that he would move 
Indiana for the improvement of the navigation of || °° take up, on the 27th instant, the bill to establish 
the Wabash. It contained some valuable informa- || ©¢Ttain post routes, and to alter and discontinue 
tion in relation to the proposed improvement; and others. 
as it was desirable that the national Legislature 
should be in possession of every possible informa- On motion of Mr. ALLEN, of Virginia, it was 
tion on this subject, he thought it his duty to in- || Resolved, That the Committee on Revolution- 
| troduce this report. It was a subject of deep and || ary Claims be discharged from the further con- 
| abiding interest to the people of that section of 1 sideration of the petition of the heirs of Isaac 
the country, and he did hope that it would receive || Israel, and that the petitioners have leave to with- 
the favor and consideration of Congress. Mr. C, || draw their papers. 
concluded by a motion to refer the report to the | Mr. EVERETT, of Vermont, by consent, 
Committee on Roads and Canals, and that it be || offered the following resolution; which was 
|| printed; which was agteed to, agreed to: 
|| [Mr. Cray, of Alabama, presented a petition Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
from certain members of the Legislature of Ala- || to communicate to this House a copy of any order 
|| bama, asking the establishment of a post route given by him to the Commissioner of Pensions 
| 
| 
| 











RESOLUTIONS. 





|| from Ashville, in St. Clair county, by way of || directing the suspension of the allowance of pen- 
| Jacksonville, in Benton county, Alabama, to || sions under the act of 7th June, 1832. 


» in Georgia, and sundry other routes || Op motion of Mr. LYON, of Michigan, it was 
| contd —— Saeaeitie aes — | Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 
1 wa S of a 1e Committee on the Post ce || be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
— ost Roads. ] establishing an additional land district for the sale 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. of public lands in the Territory of Michigan. 


|| Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Public |} On motion of Mr. CONNOR, it was 

| Lands, reported, without amendment, the bill || Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
'| from the Senate authorizing the refinquishment ||.and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 

, of the sixteenth scctions of lands appropriated for sere of establishing a post route from Salis- 
the use of schools, andthe location of other lands || bury, by arringer’s Mills, to Cobourn’s Stone, 
in lieu thereof. in Mecklinburg county. 


|| Mr. C. moved to postpone the further consider- | Mr. ASHLEY offered the following resolution; 
ation of the bill until Monday next. \| which, under the rule, lies on the table one day: 
Mr. EVANS moved tocommitit to a Commit- || Resolved, 'That the Secretary of the Treasury 
tee of the Whole. | be requested to return to this House the report 
The motion to commit was supported by || referred to him atthe last session, of the commis- 
Messrs. EVANS, WILLIAMS, and LANE, || sioners appointed to examine and adjust private 
and opposed by Messrs. CLAY, EWING, and || Jand claims in Missouri, with such remarks as 
McKINLEY. | he may think proper to make thereon. 


The motion prevailed—yeas 91, nays 30. On motion of Mr. HEATH, it was 

Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on the Ju- || Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
diciary, reported a bill to change the place of || directed to inquire into the expediency of making 
holding the District court of the United States | an appropriation for defraying the expenses of a 
for the district of Mississippi; which was read || special mission to Europe, foythe purpose of 
twice, and ordered to be engrosseg for a third || endeavoring to obtain some modification of the 
reading. || quarantine regulations in force there. 


5 bi ; , 
Mr. WARDWELL, from the Committee on || On motion of Mr. TAYLOR, of New York, 


| Revolutionary Pensions, reported a bill to author- || 5) Was 


ize the Secretary of ee to-appoint — ” on || Resolved, That the Committee for the District 
amine pensions, 1n order to prevent frauds, and || 4¢ Columbia be instructed to inquire into the ex- 


for wnpee gueneoes which ee eee < || pediency of disposing, at public sale or otherwise, 
—ane co 1e Committee of the ole on the || 6¢ so much of the unoccupied public grounds in 
state of the Union. 


TAR . . || the city of Washington, as may be consistent 
sete ee fi = the ee on ee | with the public interest and convenience in refer- 
sands, made an unfavorable report upon the peti- | ence to public buildings; and appropriating the 


: > , ore> whi j | . : 
ape Young and others; which was laid on || .vaig towards the payment of the interest and 
i re lavic, 


. oar . | the extinguishment of the debt of the corporation 
an" ne eee ‘of Washington, contracted pursuant to an act 
ays an s orted a bill for the relief of | : 2 
Chastelain sed Denaeny-aldek was at twice | of Congress, entitled “An Act to enlarge the 
| ; : || powers of the several corporations of the Dis- 
|! and committed. 


j . : \) i ig } > PS ae - 
| Mr. BOON, from the Committee on Public || soutae oath May. aoe fe ae Aten 


| Lands, reported a bill for the benefit of Charles | 4 
GENERAL WASHINGTON 8S PAPERS. 


' Caldwell, of Arkansas; which was read twice, ; 
and ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. || The following joint resolution then came up 





a 


Mr. MARSHALL, from the Committee on || for its third reading: 
Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Repre- 


i, Revolutionary Claims, reported a substitute for || 





1835. 








sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 1 
assembled, That the Secretary of State be, and he || 
hereby is, authorized and directed to permit Jared | 
Sparks to retain the papers of General Washing- 
ton, now in his possession, in virtue of a contract 
and agreement with the late Bushrod Washing- 
ton, until he shall have completed the publication 
of the works of General Washington, on which 
he is now engaged, or until otherwise ordered by 
Congress; and that the Secretary of State be 
authorized and directed forthwith to pay to George 
C. Washington the balance of the money due to 
him under the act approved on the 30th day of 
June, 1834, for the purchase of the books and 
apers of General Washington. 

Ir. GILLET begged to inquire of the gentle- 
man who reported the resolution [Mr. Everert, 
of Massachusetts,] whether any intimation was | 
given last year, when the arrangement was made 
for the purchase of these papers, that there was 
any lien upon them, or any contract by which 
they could be withheld from the hands of Gov- 
ernment as soon as the appropriation was made ? 

Mr. EVERETT replied, that the whole cir- 
cumstances and history of the case, and the pre- || 
cise condition and situation of the papers, had 
been fully spread before the House in the docu- 
ments presented last year—the contents of which 
he presumed to be within the knowledge of most 
gentlemen present. 

Mr. GILLET had perused those documents 
and the report referred to by the gentleman; but 
he had no recollection of anything in the nature 
of alien upon those papers. The question then 
was confined to their value and historical and | 
documentary importance, and the purchase was 
regarded, by himself at least, as unconditional, 
and without any contingencies. Not a word 
was said about their being mortgaged, and Mr. 
Sparks’s communication was confined to the sub- 
ject of their value. Mr. G. said he considered it 
wrong that any portion of the money should have 
been paid until the Government had been in pos- 
session of all the papers. He believed Mr. 
Sparks to be as honorable a man as lived; but his 
demise, or many other circumstances, might in- 
tervene to jeopard their security. He was decided- 
ly of opinion that the resolution ought not to 

ass. 

Mr. EVERETT explained that more than one 
half of the papers were already in the possession 
of the Government, and that the loan of the resi- 
due was asked for only till the completion of the 
work in which Mr. Sparks was engaged, which 
would, in all probability, not extend beyond 
another year—three fourths of it being finished. 

Mr. E. could see no objection to the passage of 
the resolution, for the papers were as safe in Mr. 
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| matic history of the United States, and surely no 


| erence for his great relative would have prevented 
| his placing them where their security would be 
| hazarded. 


| now we fin 
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the House ought not to pay away the money 
asked for without a full equivalent. He had | 
been in favor of the appropriation first as relics 
of the great Father of his Country, and then 
because assurances were given that their posses- 
sion would be the means of effecting a great 
saving of the public money. For these reasons, 
and others that, might be urged, Mr. V. was un- 
willing to vote for the payment of the balance of 
the appropriation until the papers had been de- 
livered up. ; 

Mr. MERCER called the attention of the House 
to the fact that Mr. Sparks had been engaged by 
the Government in the compilation of the diplo- 









one would conceive these papers to be insecure 
in such hands. 

Mr. EVERETT would add, that Mr. Sparks 
was not only employed by the Government to 
prepare this compilation, but he had been per- 
mitted to take out from the Department of State 
all the requisite revolutionary documents; and 
that he had arranged, iadeued, and put them in 
regular order. All that was asked the House 
was to grant the same permission that had been 
given by the late Judge Washington, whose rev- 


Mr. JONES, of Georgia, begged to ask the 
gentleman from Massachusetts what amount of 
money had been already paid? 

Mr. EVERETT said $20,000 out of $25,000, 
the sum agreed upon. 

Mr. JONES thought enough had been done, 
and he should be unwilling to pay any further 
sum until the papers had been delivered. There 
had been considerable discussion on this subject 
last year. The possessors of the papers first 
asked $20,000; and as soon as Congress agreed 
to give that sum, and a bill had been reported 
for the purpose, they then asked $25,000; and 
that there is some contingency, or 
lien, by which they are withheld, and will be 
withheld no one knew how long, even after the 
whole sum should be paid. Mr. J. said he felt 
bound to vote against the resolution. 

After a few further remarks from Mr. EVER- 
ETT, Mr. VINTON, and Mr. PARKER, who 
read the act of last session— 

Mr. McVEAN said he could not see what the 
House had to do with Mr. Sparks. The papers 
had been purchased of Judge Bushrod Washing- 


/ton, and to him they had to look for them, for 


there was no reservation in the contract that we 
were to receive them of Mr. Sparks. The ques- 
| tion was, if they should pay the residue of the 
| money until the papers were delivered up, and 





Spark’s hands as thgy would be in the possession 
of their intended iahaiewy. All parties desired 
it. The Secretary of State, Mr. Washington, 
Mr. Sparks, and he hoped a majority of the | 
House. 

Mr. PARKER agreed with the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. Gitter,] and with him was 
ignorant of the authority of Mr. Sparks to detain 
these papers. They ought now to be in their 
proper custody, and not at Boston, or any other 
part of the United States. All that ought now 
to be asked by the gentleman should be, that he 
might be permitted at Washington to make such 
an eXamination of, and take such extracts from 
them, as might be deemed necessary to the com- 

letion of his work. Mr. P. raised this objection 

ast year, that the money should not be paid till 
the papers had been delivered, and he trusted that 


Fe balance would be withheld till that had been 
done, 





Mr. VANDERPOEL had voted last session in | 


favor of the appropriation for the purchase of | 
these papers, and he did so, as he believed .the 
majority did, in the understanding that they 


| Mr. McV. was of opinion they ought not, and 
should vote accordingly. 

Mr. MINERand Mr. BATES briefly supported 
| the resolution. 

Mr. CLAYTON said if these papers were 
worth anything to the United States, it was plain 
they had the right tothem. From the contract 
made by the late Judge Bushrod Washington with 
| Mr. Sparks, this gentleman might retain them as 
long as he pleased, for it was left entirely to him- 
| self to say when he had done with them. He 

might give them up whenever he thought proper, 

for Congress had no power to take them out of 

his hands, he having agreement, a prior claim 

to their possession. Mr. C. expressed his in- 

tention of voting against the passage of the reso- 
| lution. 

The yeas and nays having been ordered, the 
| question was then taken, and decided in the neg- 
| ative—yeas 87, nays 101. 

So the resolution was rejected. 


ALEXANDRIA CANAL. 
Mr. BOULDIN said that he had yesterday 
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postpone, it was decided in the negative—ayes 75, 
| noes 76. y 

Mr. MERCER said, to avoid along discussion 
on this subject, and at the same time give the 
House an opportunity for its mature considera- 
tion, he would propose that it be postponed to a 
fortnight from next Monday. 

Mr. GILLET moved that it be indefinitely 
postponed. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, asked if this 
| question did not require a vote of two thirds of 
| the House to decide upon it, according to the 
rules? 

The CHAIR explained; and, without taking 
the question on the subject of reconsideration, 
the House passed to the special order of the day, 
being the bill for the relief of Commodore Isaac 
Hull, and the amendment of the Committee of 
the Whole, striking out allowances for compen- 
Sation as navy agent. 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, was in favor 
of the amendment, and in opposition to the allow- 
ances claimed. 

Mr. BURGES followed in support of the claim. 

Mr. PARKER opposed it; and 

Mr. BINNEY stated that he wished to address 
a few remarks to the Heuse on this subject, and 
was prepared to proceed if it was the general 
| wish longer tocontinue the sitting; but as the hour 
was somewhat advanced, to try the sense of the 
House, he would move an adjournment. 

The motion was agreed to, and the House 
adjourned. 














| 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, January 10, 1835. 

Mr. WATMOUGH, on leave, moved to print 
the bill to regulate the Navy, together with the 
several pending amendments. 

Mr. GILLET moved to include anamendment 
which he had offered in committee, and which he 
contemplated submitting in the House. 

Mr. WATMOUGLL acquiesced; when the mo- 
tion as modified was agreed to. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. POLK, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, reported the following bill: 





A Bill to suspend, conditionally, the receipt of 
the bills and notes of the Bank of the United 
States and its branches, in payment of debts 
to the United States. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That, from and after the passing of this 
act, the bills or notes of the Bank of the United 
States made payable, or which shall have become 
payable on demand, shall not be receivable in 
any payment to the United States: Provided, 
That if said Bank of the United States shall pay 
into the Treasury the full amount of dividends 
| of property on the capital stock of said bank 
owned by the United States, heretofore withheld 
from the Treasury by said bank, it shall, upon 
such payment into the Treasury, be the duty of 
the Secretary of the Treasury to authorize the 
receipt of such bills or notes in payments to the 
United States, for a period extending to the ex- 
piration of the charter of said bank, on the 3d 
day of March, in the year 1836. 

The bill was read twice, and committed toa 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

RATE OF DOMESTIC EXCHANGES. 


Mr. POLK, on leave, moved to print a state- 
ment prepared by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
of the rate of domestic exchange, as charged by 
the Bank of the United States and its branches, 
and the different local banks in the Union. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York, moved to prints 
five thousand extra copies of the statements re- 





~ 





would come immediately into the hands of the || voted under some misapprehension on the bill 
purchasers. He had no idea that there existed a || for the relief of the city of Alexandria. He was, 
previous contract by which they could be de- || like many of his constituents and colleagues, 
taincd. They were then told that the documents || opposed, from principle, to the system of internal 
relative to revolutionary claims were alone worth || improvements, as a system; but if national legis- 
double the money. \| lation had inflicted local injury, he would be one 

Mr. EVERETT explained that all the papers || of the first to repair it. Such an injury, he was 


| 
| 


on that subject were in the custody of the Depart- || convinced, had been inflicted by the obstructions 
He moved to 
|| reconsider the vote of yesterday, and that it be 
ystponed to the first Monday in February next. 
The question being taken on the motion to 


ment, and, indeed, were in the District of Colum- || of the channel of the Potomac. 
bia at the time the purchase was made. 


Mr. VANDERPOEL was not previously 
aware of that; but still it appeared to him that 


| 





” 


| 


ferred to. ; 

The motion requiring the unanimous consent 
of the House, aa Mr. BRIGGS objecting, 

Mr. WHITE moved to suspend the rule, in 
order to enable him to submit the motion; which 
was agreed to. 


Mr. WHITE then submitted the motion indi- 
cated. 
Mr. McKINLEY moved to 


amend the motion 


by directing that ten thousand extra copies be 
printed, instead of five thousand; which was 
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agreed to; and, thus amended, the proposition to 


print was agreed to. 


APPROPRIATION BILLS. | 


Mr. POLK gave notice that he would move, | 
on Monday next, to proceed to the consideration | 
of several oe hillsk—the Navy, Army, 


and pension bills—and, if possible, some others. | 


Mr. P. also stated that he was instructed by | 


the Committee of Ways and Means to give notice | 
that, on as early a day as practicable, a motion | 
would be made to take up the several bills relating | 


to the Bank of the United States. The committee || 


had hitherto abstained from pressing the consid- || 
eration of the bills to which he had referred, | 
from a disinclination to interfere with the neces- || 
He repeated that || 


sary business of the House. 
the bills would be called up at the earliest pos- 
sible period. 

HOSPITALS ON THE OHIO. 


Mr. CARR presented a joint memorial from 
the Legislature of Indiana, soliciting aid from the 
General Government for the purpose of estab- 
lishing hospitals on the Ohio river, at such points 
as may afiord relief to the sick and disabled 
persons who navigate said river, &c.; which | 
memorial was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. | 


j 


Mr. MAY moved to discharge the Committee 
of the Whole from the further consideration of 
the bill for the relief of the heirs of James Latham, 
deceased, and that the same be engrossed. 

The motion was advocated by Messrs. MAY, 
and JOHNSON of Kentucky, and resisted by 
Messrs. LANE and EVANS, and disagreed to. 

REPORT FROM A COMMITTEE. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York, from the Com- 
mitteeon Naval Affairs, reported, withoutamend- 
ment, the following bills: 

A bill to alter the titles of certain officers of the 
Navy; and 

A bill to authorize the enlistment of boys in 
the Navy of the United States. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in obe- 
dience to a resolution of the House, additional | 
information on the subject of the Cumberland 
road; which was referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals. | 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of the Navy, communi- 
cating the contracts entered into by the Navy 


HEIRS OF JAMES LATHAM. | 


board for the year 1834; which was laid on the H 


table, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES CALDWELL. | 
of | t6 foster and promote it. 
| Mr. C, then referred to the call made upon |} 


A bill for the relief of Charles Caldwell, 
Arkansas, was read a third time and passed. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS, it was 1] 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Of- || 


fice and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into 
the expediency of establishing a post road from 
Wilkesborough, by Trap Hill,in North Carolina, | 
to Grayson Court-Elouse, in Virginia, and that a | 
petition to that effect from the citizens of Wilkes 
and Ashe counties be referred to the same com- 
mittee, 

On motion of Mr. EVERETT, of Vermont, it 
was 

Resolved, ‘That the petition of Lydia Parkhurst, 
presented at the last session, with the accompa- 
nying papers, be referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. 

On motion of Mr. MecCARTY, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post 
difice and Post Roads be instructed to inquire 

to the expediency of establishing a post route 
from South Bend, by Laporte and the Upper 
Crossings of Salt creek, in Indiana, to Ottowa, 
in Illinois. 


On motion of Mr. REYNOLDS, it was 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
authorizing a settlement of the claims of the 
United States on the Bank of Hlinois, upon such 
equitable and reasonable terms as will enable the 
bank to make payment, and at the same time to 
resume her banking operations. 
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PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS. 

The following resolution, being the unfinished 
morning business, was again taken up: 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the subject, 
and report their opinion to this House, of the 

— and just mode of applying the reve- 
nues of the country to such works of public 
improvement, within the respective States of this 
Union, as may be necessary for the facilitating 
of commerce with foreign nations and among the 
several States; and that they, moreover, report 
their opinion of the best and most practicable 
mode of ascertaining and determining the nation- 
ality and importance of such improvements as 
may be proposed within the said several States. 

Mr. CHILTON resumed his remarks by dis- 


»resent Chief Magistrate of the United States. 
Mr. C. had been drawn into this discussion as the 
ardent friend of internal improvements. During 
the last session of Congress he had taken occa- 


| sion to give his sentiments on this te ne to 


show that the views and hopes of the western 
country, in President Jackson, had been frus- 


| trated, and the pledges of that individual unre- | 
A very worthy gentleman, friendly to | 
to | 


deemed. 
the Executive, and whom Mr. C. was prou 
call his personal friend, [Mr. Bynum, we believe,} 


had then asserted that General Jackson had re- | 
deemed all his promises—which were, to put | 
down the system of internal improvements, abol- | 


ish the tariff, and to put down the Bank of the 
United States. Mr. C. then took occasion to 
assert otherwise, and had met with no reply. 
The fact was, that it was in consequence of the 
expectations excited by the previous course, the 


declarations and pledges of General Jackson, that, | 


as soon as that individual was exalted tothe high 
station he now held, the table of that House was 


literally loaded with petitions and memorials | 


from his friends west of the mountains, praying 
for appropriations for objects of internal improve- 
ment. The people of the West did consider that 


up to that time their claims had been disregarded | 


by the course of the former occupier of the presi- 
The cry was reiterated, from day 
to day, and Mr. C, himself responded to it at the 


time, that gross injustice had been done the west- | 


ern country, and their interests and welfare had 
been set aside, in carrying on works of internal 


improvement, by the immediate predecessor of | 


General Jackson. Mr. C. then entered into a 
review of the course pursued by Mr. Adams, and 
drew a contrast between his Administration and 


| that of the present Chief Magistrate in respect to 


the same subject, the former of whom, so far from 
Striving to crush the system, did all in his power 


General Jackson by Governor Ray, of Indiana, 
previous to his first election, who invited him ex- 


plicitly to give his sentiments on the subject, and | 


(Mr. C. added) if he failed in proving that the 
President had changed his opinions and main- 
tained the reverse of what he formerly did, he 
would immediately surrender his seat on that 
floor, and consent to lose his character for con- 
sistency and truth. He considered himself bound 
to do this to sontrast the opinions of General 
Jackson himself; for if he should be able toshow 


| that he held one set to-day and another to-mor- 


row, that he avowed principles one day which he 
repudiated the next, this effect would be produced, 
that whatever that individual’s opinions might be, 
they were entitled to very little influence, or at 
least to less than they would have if they had been 
uniformly consistent and undeviating. Mr. C. 
would invite the attention of the House to the 
first act of General Jackson’s administration on 
this subject, viz: his veto of the Maysville and 
Lexington road bill. In his last annual message, 


| in justification of the course he had taken, what 


were the objections there made to that bill? 
That the improvement was local—that it began 
and ended in the same State. Mr. C. said the 
same objection might be made to every internal 


| improvement. Every improvement must be lo- || 
|| cated somewhere; and it was in vain to expect || 
| an improvement to benefit all parts of the Union || 
|| alike, in a country so extended and diversified, | 
\ and with interests so various. 
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entertain the same opinions when he was in the 


Senate of the United States,as when he vetoed 
the Maysville and Lexington road bill? Mr. C. 
adverted to this to show that he was but man 
and might occasionally find himself in error, and 
change, of course, just as other feeble mortals did. 

Mr. C. here referred to the Senate Journals, 
second session of the Eighteenth Congress, page 
193, to show that General Jackson voted in the 
affirmative on the bill authorizing a subscription 


| to the stock of the Delaware and Chesapcake 


Canal Company, and ‘that he also voted in the 
affirmative on the amendment offered to that bill 
authorizing a subscription for the stock of the 
Dismal Swamp Canal Company. If appropria- 
tions for internal improvement (said Mr. c.) were 


| constitutional then, they were not less so now, 
claiming any personal hostility towards, or any || 
intention or wish of assailing, from the line of || 
discussion he had been compelled to pursue, the |! 


for not a solitary amendment had been made to 
the Constitution of the United States since that 
time. The obligations to support the Constitution 
were as binding thenasnow. Here, then, is one 
of the votes to which the friends of General Jack- 
son in the West were referred when they were 
called on to give him their suffrages, and this 


| offered a reason why so many applications for 


appropriations for internal improvement were 
made during the first year of his elevation to the 
Presidency. Let him not be astonished over- 
much, nor his friends here be astonished over- 
much, that a great many applications were made. 
Mr. C. was proceeding, Ghen 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, called for the 
orders of the day. 


CLAIM OF COMMODORE HULL. 


The House then resumed the consideration of 
the special order of the day, being the bill for 
the relief of Commodore Isaac Hull, and the 
amendment agreed to in Committee of the Whole, 
to strike out that part of the bill providing for the 
payment of $6,500 for extra services as Navy 
agent at the navy-yard at Washington, while 
commanding the same. 

Mr. BINNEY took the floor in opposition to 
the amendment, and in support of the claim. He 
contended that the duties of Navy agent had been 
performed by Commodore Hull, and a spirit of 
equity should impel the House to requite the 
services so rendered, by a fair compensation. 
He continued to advocate the claim in an argu- 
ment of some length—going into a minute history 
of the origin of the office of naval agent, and the 
duties it has involved, at various periods, from 
the earliest era of the Government. He also 
examined the law of 1804, which provides for the 

overnment of the — at Washington. 
That law declares that **the commandant at the 
yard shall have the superintendence and care of 
the same—shall perform the dudges of Navy agent— 
and receive the pay of a captain commanding a 
squadron,’’&c. This law of 1804, he contended, 
should be construed according to the true intent 
and meaning of the law-giver, It was designed 
to apply to the circumstances and exigencies of 
the times in which it was enacted, some thirty 
years ago. It had been tacitly considered inop- 
erative up to 1829, when a new law was enacted. 
It was unjust, he conceived, to revive it now, 
under circumstances widely variant from those 
under which it was made, and meant to apply. 
Mr. B. continued his argument for more than an 
hour, and was followed by 

Mr. McKINLEY, who opposed the claim. 
He thought there would be great danger in ad- 
mitting the construction of the law contended for 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Biy- 
NEY,] as opening the door to favoritism and cor- 
ruption. Mr. McK. hoped the amendment of 
the Committee of the Whole would prevail. 

Mr. HARDIN followed on the same side of 
the question. ‘The language of the law was clear 
and definite, and could not be construed otherwise 
than by its strict letter. In the course of his 
remarks, Mr. H. produced a letter from the 
Fourth Auditor of the Treasury, stating that 
Commodore Hull, prior to his entering on the 
duties of his office, wns explicitly informed of the 
nature of all the duties required of him; and that, 
at his own instance, he was allowed an extra 
clerk, of his own selection, at a salary of $1,000, 
which was afterwards raised to $1,300. Mr. H. 
said this claim was but an entering wedge, and 
would form a precedent of the most dangerous 
character. It would be far better to present Com- 
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*modore Hull 
this bill. : 
Mr. REED again addressed the House in favor 
of retaining this claim in the bill; and the ques- 
tion on the amendment of the Committee of the 
Whole to strike out the section was then taken 
by yeas and nays, and decided in the affirmative, 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. John Adams, William Allen, 
Anthony, Bean, Beaty, Beaumont, Blair, Bockee, 
Bouldin, Brown, Bull, Burns, wpe Cam- 
breleng, Campbell, Carmichael, Carr, Casey, 
Chaney, Chilton, Chinn, Claiborne, Samuel 
Clark, William Clark, Clay, Clowney, Coffee, 
Cramer, Amos Davis, Davenport, Day, Deberry, 
Dickerson, Dickinson, Dunlap, Fillmore, For- 
ester, Fowler, Philo C. Fuller, William K. 
Fuller, Galbraith, Gamble, Gillet, Gilmer, Gor- 
don, Graham, Grayson, Griffin, Joseph Hall, 
Thomas H.Hall, Halsey, Hamer, Hardin, Joseph 
M. Harper, Hathaway, Hawkins, Hawes, Heath, 
Hiester, Howell, Hubbard, Inge, William Jack- 
son, Janes, Jarvis,’ Noadiah Johnson, Seaborn 
Jones, 


Lee, Love, Loyall, Lytle, Abijah Mann, Joel 
K. Mann, John Y. Mason, Moses Mason, May, 
McComas, Mclntire, McKay, McKinley, Mc- 
Lene, MeVean, Miller, Miner, Robert Mitchell, 
Moore, Morgan, Muhlenberg, Murphy, Osgood, 
Parks, Parker, Patton, Patterson, Dutee J. Pearce, 
Peyton, Franklin Pierce, Pinckney, Plummer, 
Poik, Pope, Ramsay, Reynolds, Robertson, 


Schenck, Schley, Augustine H. Shepperd, Shinn, | 


Smith, Standefer, Stoddert, William Taylor, 


William P. Taylor, Francis Thomas, Thomson, | 


e@ Turner, Turrill, Vance, Vanderpoel, Wagener, 
and Wardwell—128. 

NAYS—Messrs. John Q. Adams, Heman 
Allen, John J. Allen, Archer, Banks, Barber, 
Bates, Baylies, Binney, Briggs, Burges, Cage, 
Clayton, Crane, Darlington, Denny, Dickson, 
Evans, Edward Everett, Horace Everett, Ewing, 
Ferris, Garland, Gorham, Hiland Hall, James 
Harper, Harrison, Hazeltine, Henderson, Hunt- 
ington, Ebenezer Jackson, Richard M. Johnson, 
Henry Johnson, King, Lane, Lay, Lincoln, 
Manning, Marshall, McKennan, McKim, Mer- 


cer, Milligan, Phillips, Potts, Reed, Rencher, | 


Slade, Spangler, Trumbull, Tweedy, Vinton, 
Ward, Watmough, Wayne, White, Elisha 
Bnisevey Wilde, Williams, Wise, and Young 
—61. 

So the claim was rejected. The bill was then 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading on 
Monday next, as amended, and then 

The Saad adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, January 12, 1835. 


Mr. KING, of Georgia, rose and stated that 
the Hon. Atsertr Curnverrt, Senator elect from 
Georgia, was present; that he had lost his cre- 
dentials, but as the case was not without prece- 
dent, he moved that he be permitted to qualify 
and take his seat. The motion was agreed to, 
and Mr. Curnserr was qualified accordingly, and 
took his seat. 


PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 
Petitions and memorials were presented b 


Messrs. TYLER, TALLMADGE, PORTER, 
PRENTISS, WEBSTER, TIPTON, and 
MOORE. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, communicating a report of the 
director of the Mint, with a statement of the 
operations of that institution for the year 1834. 
On motion of Mr. Benton, the communication 
was ordered to be printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, in obedience to the resolution submit- 
ted on the Sth instant by Mr. Leteu, calling for 
the correspondence of that Department with the 
receivers of public money, in the course of the 
last year. 

Mr. BENTON remarked that, as the genile- 
man from Virginia was not in his seat, he thought 
it would be in accordance with his wishes to 
move that the communication be printed, and he 


3enjamin Jones, Kavanagh, Kilgore, | 
Kinnard, Lansing, Laporte, Luke Lea, Thomas | 
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moved that one thousand extra copies thereof be Ben 


printed. 

At the suggestion of Mr. KING, of Alabama, 
the communication was laid on the table. 

Mr. LEIGH having shortly afterwards taken 
his seat, the subject was taken up; and on his 
motion the report was referred to the Committee 
on Finance, with directions to consider the report, 
to inquire into the practice referred to, and 
whether it be regular and judicious, and if not, 
whether any statutory regulations be necessary 
to correct it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the 
Senate a certificate of the reélection of Hon. Joun 
M. Crayton, a Senator from the State of Dela- 
ware for six years from the 4th of March next. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SMITH, from the Judiciary Committee, 
reported a bill for the relief of David McCord. 

Also, a bill for the relief of Thomas L. Win- 
throp and others; which was read the first time, 
and ordered to a second reading. 

Also, a bill for the relief of David Beard; which 
was read the first time, and ordered to a second 


| reading. 


Mr. S., from the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims, to which was referred the bill for the 
relief of the legal representatives of Colonel Wil- 
liam Bond and Colonel William Douglass, re- 
ported the same without amendment. 

Mr. S. also, from the same committee, re- 

orted a bill for the*relief of Captain George 
Hastheoct. 

Also, unfavorably upon the petition of Lieu- 
tenant John Taylor. 

Mr. ROBBINS, from the Library Committee, 
reported a resolution authorizing the purchase of 
fifty copies of the American Diplomatic Code, 
for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. R. also, from the same committee, re- 

orted the joint resolution for the purchase of five 
hendeed copies of Carey & Lea’s History of Con- 
gress. 


DISTRICT BANKS. 


were applications now before Congress for a re- 
newal of the charters of the banks of this Dis- 
trict, he begged leave to submit to the Senate by 
way of notice, a paper, containing the substance 
of the amendments which he intended to insist 
on when the bills should come up for considera- 
tion, 

I. That no application for a renewal of charter 
should be entertained in favor of any bank which 
has heretofore failed or suspended payment, until 
all the circumstances attending such failure or 
suspension shall have been fully examined, and 
reported upon bya committee of one of the Houses 
of Congress. 

If. That banks of circulation ought to be re- 
duced in number, not increased. 

III. That no charter ought to be renewed, 
granted, or extended, except upon the following 
fundamental principles, (among oihers:) First, 
The bank to pay all its currency in gold and sil- 
ver; the holder to have the right to require the one 
half in gold and the other half in silver; second, 
No paper currency to be issued, renewed, or pee 
out, of a less denomination than twenty dollars; 
and third, The stock-holders, for the time being, 
to be liable, each to the amount of his stock, for 
the circulation and deposits, on the failure of the 
bank to redeem its currency, or pay its deposits; 





'| be adjudged, by a 





with summary process for the recovery; and all 
| sales and tranfers of stock to be void which shall 
jury, to have been made with 
intent to evade this liability. 

On Mr. B.’s motion the paper was ordered to 
be printed. 


LAWS FOR THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. TYLER, pursuant to notice, and on leave 
| given, introduced a bill to provide a system of 
aws for the District of Columbia; which was read 

! twice and referred. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 
Mr. KING, of Alabama, pursuant to notice, 
and on leave given, introduced a bill to authorize 
ae Bidwell to import an iron steamboat, in 
detached parts, free of duty. 
BANK OF THE UNITED STATES. 
The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 





Mr. BENTON here rose and said, that as there | 


{| had relieved the committee from the labor of 


} 


it 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


Ton, and lying on the table, was taken up for 
' consideration: 





Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be 


| instructed to obtain from the Bank of the United 


States a copy of all instructions, if any, to the 
branch banks, directing them to collect and remit 


| Spanish milled dollars to the mother bank; the 
/number of such dollars annually remitted; the 


rates at which they sold at different periods, (say 
at or about the beginning .of each quarter of the 
year;) whether the Bank of the United States has 
sold such dollars to the United States, and, if so, 


| how many, and at what rates; how many it has 


sold to others, or exported to foreign countries; 
also, a statement of the amount of gold coin, of 
the amount of silver coin, and the amount of bul- 
lion, remitted to the mother bank, or elsewhere, 
by her order, annually, since the Ist day of April, 
1832; also, a statement showing the amount of 
silver coin and of gold coin remitted by the mother 


/bank to each branch since that day; also, the 
;}amount of gold coin and the amount of silver 
coin annually sold, or annually exported, by the 
‘bank, since the said Ist day of April; also,a 
' statement of the amount of gold received from 


;| on this subject, 


the United States Mint since the Ist day of 
August last; and astatement-of the whole amount 
of gold on hand in the bank and its branches, 
for each month, from April 1, 1832, to the present 
time. 

Mr. TYLER said he desired to say but a word 
He had no sort of objection to 


| the inquiry, and wished to be so distinctly under- 


stood. The material allegation in the resolution 
was in reference to the conduct which the bank 


| had pursued relative to the currency and coin of 


| 


| 


the United States; the call was for information 
on this subject. And he begged leave to say to 
the Senate, thatthis matter was made the subject 
| of specific inquiry by the committee of investiga- 
| tion of 1832. The Committee on Finance, during 
| the last summer, having ascertained that the sub- 
| ject was pee inquired into in 1832, carefully 
}examined and analyzed the report, and he was 
| ready now to affirm that the counter report, 

which was then made, was so conclusive that it 


| prosecuting their inquiries into that subject. In 
reference to the bank bartering in the currency of 
| the country, he thought that charge had been 
| answered by the exhibit appended to the report 
| of the Committee on Finance. He thought that 
| by that exhibit it was shown, that this traflic 
‘could not have been carried on. But if the honor- 
| able gentleman from Missouri thought that any- 
| thing could come out of the inquiry, he had no 
| objection to it. He (Mr. T.) was ready to con- 
| demn the bank in all things in which it should 
have erred; he was no friend of the bank, and 
when we came to measure facts, it would be seen 
that he stood so high in opposition to the bank 
that he was not to be shaken by anything which 
| should yet take place. It was not necessary for 
| him to make this disclaimer, but it came in his 
| way, and he had given utterance to it. But the 
| honorable gentleman from Missouri might have 
| information which the committee did not possess, 
| and he (Mr. T.) was willing it should be shown. 
| Mr. BENTON asked leave of the Senate to 
/amend the resolution by correcting a date in it. 
| All the returns asked for came up to the 3lst of 
| January, 1831. He wished to insert that day 
| instead of the Ist of April. As to the subject- 
| matter of the call, he would only say that it would 
_be hardly right to mention the information on 
| which he made the call. . He might, to be sure, 
| be mistaken in his information, and if it should 
| SO appear, he would have no more to say on the 
subject, As to the honorable gentleman’s situ- 
ation with reference to the committee and the 
bank, he (Mr. B.) prayed God to grant him safe 
deliverance—his situation seemed something 
worse than walking on eggs, (to use an old max- 
im,) or treading on burning plowshares. But 
it was probable we should be able to measure 
facts before long. 
| Mr. ‘TYLER replied, that the honorable gen- 
| tleman from Missouri need not feel the slightest 
‘concern for his deliverance. He was delivered 
‘from Jacksonism—he thanked God he had got 
rid of that. He had, from his mother’s lap, been 
‘taught an old adage, which he should cling to 
| through life, that in all matters, political as well 
‘as others, ‘‘ honesty was the best policy.” 


| 
| 
1 
| 
| 
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Mr. BENTON did not doubt the disinterest- | allowed half pay to the officers of the Illinois 
edness and integrity which had always governed || regiments, having performed similar services, 
the honorable gentleman from Virginia. He || and claiming to be embraced in the provisions of 
(Mr. 8B.) had heard him make several speeches || the Virginia resolution of 1799. 
during the time he had the pleasure ofassociating || Mr. Beary Cee the memorial of sundry 
with him on this floor, and in all of them the | citizens of Pulaski county, Kentucky, praying 
gentleman commenced and ended in the same | Congress for an appropriation to improve the 
strain, upon his own high-wrought integrity and || navigation of Cumberland river; which was re- 
uisinterestedness. So with regard to this matter, ferred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 
of which there was no occasion to have made || Also, the memorial of sundry citizens of the 
any observation relative to his integrity. Butan | same county, praying Congress to establish a 
opportunity would be afforded for measuring | port of entry at Portageville, on the Cumberland 
swords before long. He took this occasion to || river, at the mouth of Laurel river. ]} 


make a public apology to the honorable member Messrs. FORESTER and POLK, of Tennes- 
from Kentucky just before him, (Mr. Brss,] |! gee; 

which he had aoe the other day privately. It || Messrs. CRANE, VINTON, MITCHELL, 
was for addressing the Senate upon the French || SLOANE, WHITTLESEY, CHANEY, AL- 
spoliation bill, when that gentleman was entitled | LEN, and LYTLE, of Ohio; 

to the floor. He was impelled by a sense of Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana; 

duty to speak when he did, although much || Messrs. MCCARTY and KINNARD, of In- 
against his personal wishes and inclination. diana. 

Mr. TYLER said, that he would only say to || [Mr. Krywarp presented the petition of Wil- 
the honorable gentleman, that if he often made liam J. Posey, claiming compensation for a horse 
declarations of honesty, they were such declara- || Jost in military service in the late war with Great 
tions as he meant to work out his redemption by. 3ritain; which was referred to the Committee of 
As to measuring swords in debate, (he under- || Claims. Also, the petition of Robert Morrison, 
ee the honorable gentleman : that ee praying the correction of an error in the entry of 

r. Benron nodded assent,) he knew that gen- |) certain lands. 
tleman was much his superior, but he would be Mr. Cray. of Alabama; 
always ready to meet him. Mr. ASHLEY, of Missouri; 

Mr. BEN'TON hoped this conversation might || Messrs. MAY and REYNOLDS, of Hlinois. 
be finished by an admonition, though a homely 1] {Mr. ReyNno.ps presented the petition of 
one, which he begged leave to offer to the honor- | Messrs. Anderson and Greathouse, stating that 
able gent man—** not to halloo till he was out of || they settled some lands in the county of Macou- 
psaaeae iia a saat | pin, Illinois, which are situated in the prairie, 

Nr. shit rejoined. int was precisely || some miles from timber. They pray a credit of 
the ae he would give the honorable slatindaai | ten years to be given in the none ae in consid- 
from Mussourt. eration that they raise a certain quality and quantit 

The resolution was adopted, after being amend- || of timber. 7 . . : , 
ed by Mr. Benron, so as to require a statement || Also, the petition of some citizens of the frontier 
of the gross amount of profits made by the bank || of Illinois and Michigan, stating their losses of 
from the time it commenced operations, up to the property by the hostile Indians in 1832, and 
Ist January, 1531. praying remuneration for the same. 

FRENCH SPOLIATION BILL. _ Mr. R. remarked that he was on the frontier 

The Senate then resumed the consideration of || 1" that year, and ovo that meee damage was 
the bill making compensation for French spolia- done the or inha igensers ry eee In- 
tions prior to 1800. come gg 1oped remuneration wou e given 

TE RSTER havin: » floor | them. 

Sos cree iT ER ne on fl rol ; spoke about | Mr. LYON, of Michigan; 

‘ 8 In support of the bill, and in reply to | Mr. SEVIER. of Ark ’ 
the arguments which had been advanced against || — a or oe 
it. Whenhe concluded, Mr. BURGES, of Rhode Island. ; 

Mr. CALHOUN spoke briefly in opposition to || _ oe — and memorials were appropri- 
the bill, and was replied to by ately referred. , 

Mr, CLAY, in support of it. LAND CLAIMS IN MISSOURI. 


Mr. Ww EBSTER also replied briefly to Mr. The following resolution, heretofore offered by 
‘ Mr. BIBB oo tee. 7 Mr. Asutey, was, on his motion, and by consent 
Mr. BIBB then rose, and expressed a wish to of the House, taken up, and agreed to: 

be ae SE ee di d Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 

Vn motion of Mr, CLAY, the Senate adjourned. |! be requested to return to this House the report 

‘ —— referred to him, at the last session, of the com- 

‘missioners appointed to examine and adjust pri- 

vate land claims in Missouri, with such remarks 
| as he may think proper to make thereon. 


COMPENSATION TO NAVAL OFFICERS. 


The following resolution, heretofore offered by 
Mr. Brown, was, on his motion, considered and 
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Monpvay, January 12, 1835. 


Petitions and memorials were presented by— 
Mr. JARVIS, of Maine: 
Messrs. OSGOOD and GRENNELL, of Mas- i| 
sachusetts; 1 
| 


Messrs. TRUMBULL and YOUNG, of Con- || agreed to: 
necticut; 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be 

Messrs. JANES, SLADE,and HALL, of Ver- || requested to furnish this House with a statement 
mont; || containing the yearly amount of compensation to 
Messrs. CAMBRELENG, WHITE, WARD, || which the post captains, masters commandant, 
FILLMORE, HAZELTINE, WARDWELL, | lieutenants, masters’ surgeons, surgeons’ mates, 
DICKSON, TURRILL, and DAY, of New || pursers, chaplains, teachers, midshipmen, boat- 
York; swains, gunners, carpenters, sail-makers, and 
{Mr. Warp presented the petition of J. A. || clerks in the Navy of the United States are sev- 
Smith and T. E. nk | erally entitled, and which they actually receive, 
Messrs BANKS, MUHLENBERG,CLARK, | under the existing laws, and the rules and regu- 
and DENNY, of Pennsylvania; lations of the Navy Departmefit; designating par- 
Messrs. ‘TURNER, STODDERT, and Me- || ticularly the sums allowed and paid for the pay 
KIM, of Maryland; || and rations of the several officers themselves, and 
Messrs. CHINN, MASON, and PATTON, | for the pay, rations, and clothing of their ser- 
of Virginia; | vants, together with the sums allowed for house- 
Mr. W. B. SHEPARD, of North Carolina; rent, fuel, candles, stationery, furniture, com- 
Messrs. CLAYTON and GAMBLE, of Geor- || missions upon disbursements and upon bills of 
gin; | exchange; and also, the additional compensation 
Messrs. BEATY, LYON, HAMER, and || (if any) made to officers while in command of 
MARSHALL, of Kentucky. squadrons or single ships, upon a home or for- 
|Mr. Lyon, of Kentucky, presented the peti- || eign station, or while in command of navy-yards 
tions of Benjamin Fields and Thomas Ravens- || or acting as navy commissioner; and the differ- 
eraft, officers of the Illinois department, in the 
Virginia State line, praying to be allowed half 
pay for hfe, upon the same principle which | 
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| 


ence of compensation and allowances for services || 
rendered at sea from those which are rendered on |, the Com l 
shore; and also, the several sums usually allowed || be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
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and paid for travel, and for services and attend- 
ance upon courts-martial, surveys, and duties of 
inspection, and for all or any other duties and 
services not enumerated or particularly mentioned 


| in this resolution, so far as the same can be as- 


certained by the Navy Department. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


' Mr. CARR, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, made an unfavorable report upon 
the petition of William Marberry; which was 


| ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. C., from the same committee, reported a 


| bill for the relief of the heirs of Louis Patterson; 


which was read twice and committed. 
Mr. C., from the same committee, made an 


| unfavorable report on the petition of Greenwood 


Leflore; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. C., from the same committee, reported a 


| bill for the relief of Zebulon Baxter; which was 


read twice and committed. 

Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill for the relief of John Tice; 
which was read. 

Mr. A. briefly explained the object of the bill, 
and moved that it be read a second time and 
ordered to be engrossed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. CHAMBERS, from the Committee on 


| Private Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief 


of the heirs of Jean Charles Boudrean; which was 
read twice and committed. 

Mr. BINNEY, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported a bill making appropriations 
for the Military Academy of the United States 
for the year 1835; which was read twice and 
committed. 

Mr. CHILTON, from the Committee on Invalid® 
Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of Noah 
Miller; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. BANKS, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of Stephen Critten- 
den; which was read twice and committed. 

Messrs. MARSHALL, CHILTON, FUL- 
TON, McINTIRE, JANES, SCHENCK, and 
TOMPKINS, each made unfavorable reports 
from standing committees, upon various peti- 


tions, &c.; which were ordered to lie upon the 


table. 
Mr. THOMAS, of Louisiana, moved to sus- 
— the rule of the House, in order that the 
tates and Territories might be called for resolu- 
tions; which was agreed to—yeas 116, nays 16. 


RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. MANN, of New York, offered the follow- 


ing resolution; which lies over one day: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be re- 
quested to communicate to this House an abstract 


| of the items of all accounts and claims for the 


compensation and allowances of every kind for 


| the two last fiscal years, distinguishing each 


year ending 30th September, 1834, of the gener- 
als, colonels, majors, and captains of the Army; 
and also, of all the officers attached to the engi- 
neer and topographical corps, which have been 
actually paid and allowed; with a general state- 
ment showing also the aggregate pay and emolu- 
ments, including all stated and special allowances 
paid and allowed to each commission officer of 
the Army, name,and rank of every grade for 


‘each year aforesaid, and the aggregate of the 
| whole. 


On motion of Mr. ANTHONY, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Pensions be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of granting a pension to Robert 
Martin, an officer of the Revolution. 


On motion of Mr. McCKENNAN, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of granting to the heirs of Colonel George Morgan, 
an officer of the revolutionary army, the five years’ 
full pay, in lieu of half pay for life to which he 
was entitled, and that they have leave to report 
by bill or otherwise. 

On motion of Mr. DUNLAP, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military 
Affairs inquire into the expediency of establish- 
ing an arsenal at or near the town of Memphis, 
on the Mississippi river. 

On motion of Mr. McCARTY, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 
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‘equalizing and reducing the salaries of registers 
Oo 


the several land offices and receivers of public 
moneys. 


Mr. McCARTY offered the following resolu- 
tion; which lies on the table one day: : 

Resolved, That the President of the United 
States be requested to transmit to this House 
copies of all letters and correspondence of all 
Indian agents and sub-agents, and other persons 
connected with the Indian department, now in 
the executive or War Department, or in the office 
of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
connected with, or relative to, the survey, loca- 
tion, sale, and transfer of all Indian reserves of 
lands, since the year 1825, up to this time; and, 
also, all the orders and communications from the 
Executive of the United States, through the War 
Department, or General Land Office, or other- 
wise, in reference to said surveys, locations, sales, 
and transfers of Indian reserves; together with 
maps and plots of said surveys, and of the tracts 
approved and confirmed by the President under 
said transfers and sales, and what remains unap- 
propriated that have been reported and submitted 
for his approval, together with the evidence of 
title. 


On motion of Mr. DICKSON, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of granting a pension to William Rodney. 


On motion of Mr. BURGES, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the justice and expe- 
diency of directing that the pension allowed and 
granted to Rhoda Newcomb, widow of Lieu- 
tenant Henry 8S. Newcomb, who died in the naval 
service of the United States, shall commence at 
the time of his death, and that they report by bill 
or otherwise. 


Mr. DEBERRY offered the following resolu- 
tion; which lies on the table one day: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be requested to communicate to this House a 
statement showing the amount paid each year 
towards the extinguishment of the public debt, 
including principal and interest, from the year 
1817 up to the Ist of January, 1835; and also the 
amount of revenue paid into the Treasury each 
year since the year 1817 up to January, 1834; 
and the estimates of the amounts receivable for 
1834, together with the balance remaining unap- 
2 pana in the Treasury at the close of each 
of those years. 


Mr. LYON, of Michigan, offered the following 
resolution; which lies on the table one day: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be directed to furnish this House with a copy of 
the decision of the Commissioners on all private 
land claims at Michilimacinac, Green Bay, and 
Prairie du Chien, together with connected plats 
and copies of the field notes of all such claims as 
have been surveyed at either of the aforemen- 
tioned places. . 


On motion of Mr. SEVIER, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a marine hospital at the mouth of 
White river, in Arkansas, and that the memorial 
of the Legislature of Arkansas Territory upon 
this subject be again referred to that Committee. 


On motion of Mr. MERCER, it was 

Resolved, That the memorials presented at the 
last session of Congress, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals, respecting the west- 
ern section of the Chesapeake and Ohio canal, 
together with the resolution of the General As- 
sembly of Pennsylvania, on the same subject, be 
again referred to the same committee. 


On motion of Mr. EWING, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post 
Office and’ Post Roads be instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of establishing a post route 
from Bradford, Lawrence county, via Obadiah T. 
Barker’s, Slinkard’s Mills, and Benjamin Staf- 
ford’s, Green county, to Caledonia, in Sullivan 
county, Indiana. 

On motion of Mr. WHITTLESEY, of New 
York, it was 

_ Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

sions be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of placing Solomon Case on the pension list. 
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On motion of Mr. CLAYTON, it was 
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| allowances actually paid and allowed to each 
|; commissioned officer of the Navy, by name and 
| rank, of every grade, and where stationed (excep- 
| ting midshipmen) for each year aforesaid, and the 
| aggregate of the whole. 
Mr. MARTINDALE offered the following 
| resolution; which was rejected: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
| Canals be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
| ency of causing to be surveyed and laid out, a 
| national road, with a view to the future construc- 
tion thereof on the McAdam plan, leading from 
the city of New York, through the tier of coun- 
| ties east of the Hudson river, to the city of Troy, 
| thence in the most direct and practicable route to 
| the village of Whitehall, at the head of Lake 
| Champlain, and thence down the western margin 
| of said lake to the northern boundary of the 
| United States, with an estimate of its probable 
| cost, ° 


| Mr. LANE, of Indiana, submitted the follow- 
| ing resolution: 
| Resolved, Thatthe Committee on Public Lands 
| be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
| appropriating a portion of the refuse public lands 
| to aid the State of Indiana in constructing a canal 
' from the national road in said State, down the 
| valley of White Water to Lawrenceburg, on the 
| Ohio river. 

Mr. McCARTY suggested that the subject 
' embraced in the resolution had been heretofore 

referred to a standing committee. 
The resolution was then rejected. 


| REPORT FROM THE MINT. 
| 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a mes- 
| sage from the President of the United States, 
| transmitting a report from the Director of the 
Mint, of the operations of that establishment for 
the year 1834; which, on motion of Mr. Poik, was 
| laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. POLK remarked, that the operations of 
the Mint had greatly increased during the last 
year, and he thought it desirable that an extra 
' number of copies of the report of the director 
‘should be printed. He accordingly moved to 
print five thousand additional copies; which was 
| agreed to. 


























Resolved, That the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads be instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of abolishing the franking 
privilege, or to amend the laws on that subject so 
as to prevent future abuse thereof. 


On motion of Mr. TOMPKINS, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a port of entry at Bowling Green, on 
Big Barren river,~in the State of Kentucky. 


On motion of Mr. BLAIR, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of allowing the claim of James Fuller for arrears 
of pension, and that the petition and evidence 
presented at the last session be again referred to 
said committee. 


On motion of Mr. STANDEFER, it was 

Resolved, Thatthe Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a post route from 
McMeanville, Tennessee, to Dallas, in the same 
State. 

On motion of Mr. DUNLAP, it was 

Resolved, That the Cornmittee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a post route from the 
town of Bolivar, in the State of Tennessee, the 
nearest and most practicable route to intersect the 
mail route from Natchez, to Nashville, at or near 
Canton, in Madison county, in the State of Mis- 
sissippi. 

On motion of Mr. REYNOLDS, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a mail route from 
Equality, by Monroe, Dow’s Mills, and Bain- 
bridge, to Brownsville, from Paducah, in Ken- 
tucky, by Copeland’s, in Illinojs, to Vienna, and 
from Belleville, by Talbot’s, to Pinckneyville, in 
Illinois. 

On motion of Mr. LYON, of Michigan, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads be instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of establishing a post route 
from Whitesford, in the county of Monroe, 
Michigan Territory, to South Bend, in the State 
of Indiana; also, a post route from Toledo to 
Dundee, both in the county of Monroe, in said 
Territory. 


Mr. HUBBARD, by consent, offered the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was agreed to: 

Resolved; That the Secretary of War be directed 
to furnish this House with an estimate of the 
cost of finishing the removal of the obstructions 
to the safe navigation of the Arkansas river, 
together with a copy of Captain Shrieves’s report 
upon that subject. 

On motion of Mr. BEAN, it was 

Resolved, That the memorial of the town of 
Dover, New Hampshire, presented at the last 
session and not acted on, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 


On motion of Mr. FULTON, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions be instructed to inquire into the propriety 
of pens Hiram Saul, Jr., a soldier of the late 
war, on the pension roll. 


The following resolution was submitted by Mr. 
PEARCE; which lies on the table one day: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be 
directed to communicate to this House a copy ¢ r 1 
of the report made to the Navy Department ad | Washington, came up on its third reading. 
John N. Reynolds, October 9, 1829, describing |} Mr. HARDIN said he was in favor of this bill, 
a number of the islands, reefs, and shoals, in the || but he had been requested by a gentleman whose 
Pacific ocean, and on the northwestern coast of || property bordered on the Potomac, and the site 
America. of the intended bridge, (Colone! Mason, who was 


The following resolution was submitted by Mr. || 2PPrehensive, if the proposed plan should be 
MANN, of sine York; which lies on the table adopted, that his property would be injured,) to 
one day: move its postponement. 

Resolved, That the Siecoetnay of the Navy be || After a few wowace ge ae? - 
requested to communicate to this House an ab- | mane Poieday f . a ce. Sa a . 
stract of the items of all the accounts and claims || ‘he bill till this day fortnight was agreed to. 
for compensation and allowances of every kind BILLS PASSED. 
for the last two fiscal years, distinguishing each The following bills were read the third time 
year, ending 30th September, 1834, of the cap- || and passed: ; 
tains, masters commandant, lieutenants, pursers, |, A bill to change the place of holding the district 
and navy agents Of the Navy, with a general || courts of the United States for the district of 
statement, showing also the aggregate pay and || Mississippi; and 
emoluments, including all stated and special || A bill for the relief of Commodore Isaac Hull 





DISTRICT PENITENTIARY. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a mes- 
sage from the President of the United States, 
| transmitting the sixth annual report of the In- 
| spectors of the Penitentiary in the District of Co- 
| lumbia, made pursuant to law; which, on motion 
| of Mr. Curyn, was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 


WORKS AT PRESQUE ISLE HARBOR. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of War, in response to a res- 
olution of the 2d instant, in relation to the works 
on Presque Isle Harbor; which was laid on the 
table. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the Senate were read 
twice and committed: 

A bill for the relief of Henry B. Tyler, execu- 
tor of Colonel Richard Smith, deceased; 

A bill for the relief of McKean Buchanan; and 

A bill for the relief of William Hogan, admin- 
| istrator of Michael Hogan, deceased. 


POTOMAC BRIDGE. 


The bill amendatory of the act for the con- 
| struction ofa bridge across the Potomac, at 




















aD cas ee oe 


er enh ais, 


RELIEF OF ALEXANDRIA, D. C. 


x0 


The motion to reconsider the vote rejecting the 


bill for the relief of the city of Alexandria, was, 
on the suggestion of Mr. Mencen, further post- 
poned to this day two weeks. 

APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. POLK moved that the House resolve itself 
into a Committee of the Whole on the state of 


THE 


the Union, in order to take up the appropriation || 


bills. 


any gentleman that the appropriation bills should 
be taken up and considered; but he hoped the 


Mr. WATMOUGH said he was as desirous as 


bill to regulate the pay of the Navy would be | 


ullowed to progress, since it would occupy very 
little time. 

The motion to postpone all the orders of the 
day was then agreed to—ayes 63, noes 57. 

A question of order was then raised by Mr. 
WISE, as to whether two thirds or a bare ma- 
jority were requisite; and, after some conversa- 
tion between Messrs. WISE, BRIGGS, and 
WATMOUGH, 


The CHAIR decided the motion to be carried. 


The House then, on motion of Mr. POLK, 
resolved itself into a Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. Hussarp in the 
chair,) and took up the bill (No. 566) making ap- 
propriations for the payment of the revolutionary 
and other pensioners of the United States for the 
year 1835. 
~ Mr. POLK made a brief explanation, and the 
bill was considered, agreed to, and ordered to be 
reported to the FLouse without amendment. 

lhe committee then took up the bill 
making appropriations for the naval service for 
the year 1835, and after some unimportant amend- 
ments, it was laid aside, and the committee took 
up the bill making appropriations for the Indian 
department for the year 1835. 

Mr. ASHLEY. moved to amend the bill by 


adding, ‘* For the pay of aclerk for the office of 


(No 599) | 


superitendentof the department of Indian affairs | 


at St. Louis, $1,000.’’ 

Mr. POLK said he concurred in the propricty 
of the proposed item. A clerk was certainly ne- 
cessary, and the reason of the omission in this 
bill by the Committee of Ways and Means, was 
because the subj: ct had been referred to the Com- 
mitice on Indian Affairs. He was willing that 
the amendment should be adopted, if the com- 
mittee thought this bill the proper place for it. 


Mr. GRENNELL suggested that this would | 


be a departure from the usual practice, singe it 
seemed to be the settled policy of the House that 
the Committee of Ways and Means should re- 
port appropriations only for existing laws and 
existing offices; and the effect of adopting the 


proposed amendment would be tantamount to | 


creating a new office, 

After a few remarks from Mr. ASHLEY, in 
explanation, the question on his amendment was 
taken, and lost—ayes 35, noes 89. 

‘The bill was then ordered to be reported to the 
House, without amendment. : 
then took up the bill making 
appropriations for the support of the Army for 
the year 1835. 


Mr. MANN, of New York, berged to inquire 


e commit 
Th committe 


of the honorable chairman of the Committee of | 


Ways and Means whether any appropriations in 


this bill were greater than heretofore ? 


| were not distinctly heard; reiterating the dangers 
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extra services rendered by General Macomb, had | Mr. POINDEXTER, from the Committee on 
better be left to the ordinary and usual legislation || Public Lands, to which was referred the bill for 
of the House—the Committee of Claims—by || the relief of James L. Stokes and others, reported 
which it would undergo careful and rigid exam- || unfavorably upon the same. 


> ; | 
ination. RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. POLK remarked that the gentleman’s re- || 1 ; lati 

marks did not apply to the present bill, but to || he following resolutions were submitted: 

one reported from the Committee on Military || By Mr. WAGGAMAN: | 

Affairs, and passed at a former session. || Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 
Mr. MANN made some further remarks, which || be instructed fo inquire into the expediency of 

aa by law for the establishment ofa marine 
which he apprehended from this constant increase ospital in the city of*New Orleans. 
of salaries and on ge of office. By Mr. HILL: 


Mr. WILLIAN S opposed the amendment— Resolved, That the sonaeiany of the Navy be 
not that he was in possession of any facts whether || requested to communicate to the Senate so much 


_ the claim were just or not, but because (as we || of the correspondence of his Department, with 
| understood him to say) it was presented in an || Loammi Baldwin, as relates to his compensation 


| the Military Committee, who were convinced of | 


irregular manner. Before the award should be || ag superintendent of dry-docks and inspector of 
made by the House, it should be investigated by navy-yards, together with copies of all accounts 


one of its standing committees, : : rendered by him connected with his services in 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, said the claim | the inspection of navy-yards. 


of General Macomb had been investigated by | NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. HENDRICKS gave notice that to-morrow 
he would ask leave to introduce a bill for the 
relief of William O’Neill. 

BILL POSTPONED. 

The bill for the relief of the owners, officers, 

and crew of the private armed brig Neptune and 


its justice. He hoped it would not be rejected | 
because it had not undergone all the requisite | 
formalities, since it had been found correct and | 
equitable both by the War Departmentand acom- | 
mittee of that House. 

The question on the amendment was then put, | 


| and rejected. || Fox, was taken up for consideration; and, 
| 


| the amendments of the committce agreed to, and | 


| was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and | 
. | 
| ordered to be printed. 


Mr. POLK then offered one or two other verbal || On motion of Mr. ROBBINS, it was postponed 


amendments; which wereadopted. The bill was || till to-morrow. 


then, with the amendments, ordered to bereported || BILLS ORDERED TO A THIRD READING. 


to the House. Sie Sil ide j ks 
On motion of Mr. MANN, the committee then | ne ee ee eee 

rose, and the chairman [Mr. Hvusparp] reported | fora third reading: P - 

the bills to the House. seg ate Neve || _ A bill for the relief of Samuel Bragdon and 
rhe bill making appropriations for the Navy || David Chase: 7 

Department, for the year 1835, was then, on || “4 pint for the relief of Charles Gordon; 

motion of Mr. POLK, taken up in the House, | A bill for the relief of Humphrey B. Gwath- 


ay; 
A bill for the relief of Peter H. Green and 
William Emerson; and 

A bill to increase the pay of the marshal of the 
district of Delaware. 

N SENATE. | ROAD FROM LYME CREEK. 
Tvrspay, January 13, 1835. The bill making a: appropriation of $20,000 to 

Petitions and memorials were presented by complete the road from Lyme creck, in Alabama, 
Messrs. HENDRICKS and TYLER. to Chatahoochee, opposite Columbus, came up 

Mr. HENDRICKS presented a memorial from for consideration. ' j 
the General Assembly of Indiana, praying an || Mr. KING, of Alabama, briefly explained the 
appropriation by Congress for the establishment || Necessity which existed for this appropriation— 
of a’ line of hospitals on the Ohio river; which that the road led directly from the Seat of gov- 
| ernment to New Orleans, and was indispensable 
for the transportation of the great southern mail. 


the three bills ordered to be engrossed for a third || ™ 


reading to-morrow. 
The House then adjourned. 





| Mr. POINDEXTER made a few remarks in 
| favor of the bill; when 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, expressed a disposi- 
tion to vote against the bill in its present shape, 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Indian | 
Affairs, reported unfavorably upon the petition | 
of the Sac and Fox Indians, complaining of the || on the ground that the two per cent. fund, re- 
manner in which their annuities were paid. served for such purposes, was laying idle in the 

Mr. W. said that the committee thought the || Treasury—this amounted to about $115,000. But 
laws in existence provided a sufficient remedy || he declined entering into an examination of the 


|| for any inconvenience which existed, with regard i matter now, and moved to lay the bill on the 


Mr. POLK. Ican answer the gentleman; there | 
were none of a greater amount than in former | 


years, but, on the contrary, considerable reduc- 
wons, 

Mr. MANN would be glad to know what they 
were. 

Mr. POLK referred particularly to the contin- 
gent expenses, which were last year $344,000, 
and this year $328,000. The aggregate decrease 
in the expenses of the Army by the -present bill 
would be $500,075. Mr. P. proceeded to refer 
to Various other items which fad been curtailed, 
Fle then moved to amend the bill by adding, after 
the eighth lpe, ** for arrearages of the pay depart- 


_to the payment of Indian annuities, and on his | 


| tion was referred to the Secretary of War. 


_ gave information that when the bill came up, he | 
_ would move for its indefinite postponement. 


| ferred the bill for the relief of Colonel John Thorn, 
| John Henderson, and others, reported; which 
| was read the first time, and ordered to a second | 


ment of the Army, $608,055,’’ and produced || 
. ° a | 
various documents from the War Department, | 


and from General Macomb, which were read by 


the Clerk, going to sanction the proposed amend- | 


ment. 


Mr. MANN thought this claim, which was for | 


} 
i 


table, to enaiv= him to prepare an amendment, 
requiring the appropriation to be taken out of the 
fund alluded to. . 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, made some explana- 
tion of the nature of the two per cent. fund spoken 
of; but did not oppose the motion to lay the bill 
on the table; and it was then agreed to. 


‘ FRENCH SPOLIATION BILL. 
Mr. W. also, from the same committee, to Tho Qenmte cesumnet Mie Sinclar et he 
which was referred the bill for the relief of Col- | 


onel Gad Humphreys, reported the same, and | Sass waahee te for French spoliations 

Mr. BIBB commenced by observing that he 
fully agreed with the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, (Mr. Wessrter,] that this question was 
truly a judicial question; one to be determined 
by the law of nations. He believed the justice 
of those claims turned wholly on the guaran- 
tee. That if France had large claims against 
us, justly due to her in consequence of, and 
growing out of the guarantee; and if these claims 
of France had been exchan for the claims 
of our citizens—if this was the true state of the 
case he would acknowledge the justice of the 
bill before the Senate. But he did not believe it 
could be maintained—he did not believe the 
rights of our citizens had been bartered away 


motion the committee were discharged from the 
further consideration of the subject; and the peti- 


Mr. W. also, from the same committee, re- 
vorted unfavorably upon the petition of Charles 
Loseen, all were discharged from the further 
consideration of the same. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, from the Commit- || 
tee on Revolutionary Claims, to which was re- | 





reading. 

Mr. TYLER, from the Committee on Finance, | 
— a bill for the relief of Charles J. Catlett; 
wh 


ich was read the first time and ordered to a | 
second reading. | 





Mr. LEIGH, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Robert Joyce, deccased; | 


which was read the first time, and ordered to a || oz the Government —he did not believe that 
rance had any justclaims against us, arising from 


second reading. | 


G 


